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PREFACE. 

The  first  edition  of  this  book  appeared  in  1878.  It  was  limited  to 
fifteen  hundred  copies,  and  was  exhausted  soon  after  publication. 
Subsequent  applications  for  copies  were  attended  with  disappointment, 
and  followed  with  frequently  repeated  requests  (or  a  new  edition  em- 
bracing the  more  important  additional  cases  which  have  occurred 
during  the  intervening  period.  The  present  revised  and  enlarged  vol- 
ume is  published  in  response  to  this  demand,  and  is  commended  as 
a  trustworthy  record  to  those  for  whose  use  and  reference  it  is  pri- 
marily intended — life  insurance  companies  and  agents,  medical  exam- 
iners, insurance  lawyers,  and  medico-legat  experts. 

Objection  has  been  made  that  if  such  a  record  of  ingenious  de- 
vices for  defrauding  the  life  companies  transcends  its  immediate 
design  and  purpose,  it  may  prove  dangerously  suggestive.  But  it 
should  be  remembered  that  a  double-edKed  sword  cuts  both  ways,  and 
if  these  narratives  fall  within  the  range  of  the  evi)  eye,  the  vision  is 
not  confined  to  the  exposure  of  the  cunning  contrivances  and  artifices 
of  this  class  of  schemers  and  plotters;  it  includes  picturesque  views  of 
detection  and  punishment;  of  the  determined  efforts  of  the  companies, 
at  whatever  cost,  to  run  them  down;  of  the  machinery  of  courts  of 
justice;  of  the  gloom  of  the  prison  cell;  of  the  dark  outhnes  of  the 
scaffold.  The  cases  in  this  book  are  for  the  most  part  more  suggestive 
or  instructive  to  detective  agencies  than  to  conspirators. 

To  the  managers  of  our  life  companies  these  records  furnish  an 
inpressive  object  lesson.  Collectively  they  emphasize,  as  never  before, 
the  increasing  importance  of  scrutinizing  the  moral  hazard  as  closely 
as  the  physical  risk,  and  the  need  of  more  watchful  attention  to  the 
question  of  insurable  interest,  and  its  bearing  upon  assignments.  The 
anxiety  of  the  companies  to  increase  the  lines  upon  their  books,  and 
of  the  agents  to  increase  their  remuneration,  has  heretofore  been 
largely  responsible  for  placing  aggressive  weapons  in  the  hands  of 
intending  assailants.  It  is  encouraging  to  note  steady  improvement 
in  this  direction;  to  observe  that  the  companies  are  substituting 
quality  for  quantity,  and  circumspection  tor  over-confidence.    They 
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also  rfsMte  that  in  their  coming  encounters  with  this  form  of  liunun 
depravity,  halt-way  measures  oi  reprcsMon  ind  compromise  selUe- 
mcDls  muM  Rivc  way  to  remorseless  pursuit. 

In  the  cases  in  which  important  questions  of  law  arc  involved,  the 
opinions  of  llic  courln  arc  given  itt  more  or  lc»  Icrii^ih  for  cunvctiicnt 
reference.  Iti  addition  (o  tliL-  law  poinu,  the  reader  will  find  in  sonic 
of  the  charges  o!  judges  lo  juries  concise  and  careful  and  compre- 
hensive icvicwal  of  the  facts,  and  these  arc  valuable  because  of  the 
fairness  and  the  intelligence  to  which  ihey  bear  witness.  There  are 
but  tew  cases  in  this  volume  in  which  the  fairness  of  the  bench  la 
questionable.  It  is  quite  otherwise  with  the  twelve  in  the  box.  The 
perverse  prejudice  of  the  average  juryman  airainsi  corporations  too 
often  results  in  scandalous  injustice,  as  many  of  the  verdicts  herein 
reported  prove.  If  their  findings  were  to  end  with  subversion  of 
jtuticc,  with  expression  of  contempl  o!  the  obligations  of  the  com- 
panies to  honest  policyholders,  and  with  manifest  disregard  of  the 
escrcdncsB  ot  trust  funds,  it  would  be  deplorable  enough,  but  as  these 
record*  show,  such  jurymen  serve  as  scene- shifters  for  fresh  con- 
spiracies, and  tempt  the  mdcfactors  ibcy  have  liberated  to  the  com- 
mission of  ncvr  crimes. 

These  narratives  also  show  that  no  community  has  a  monopoly  of 
the  piratical  adventurers  who  thus  prey  upon  beneficent  institutions. 
They  are  of  all  nalionalilics  as  well  as  ol  both  sexes,  and  everywhere 
alike  "to  no  code  or  creed  confined."  A  remarkuhle  instance  of  their 
machinations  may  for  a  scawn  concentrate  attention  upon  a  ^vcn 
lucality.  but  th«  next  startling  outbreak  may  be  thousands  of  miles 
avr&y.  The  oflTendcre  vary  in  character  from  the  smooth  and  polished 
and  ediicaied  scnundrel  to  the  coarse  and  vulgar  and  illiterate  outhiw  ; 
some  of  the  actois  in  the  drama  rise  to  the  higher  realms  of  cumcily  tir 
trai;cdy>  while  others  are  never  lifted  above  the  low  level  of  the  brutal 
villain  of  the  play.  If  this  book  shall  in  any  measure  be  helpful  in 
diminishing  the  number  of  sensational  scenes  on  this  stage  of  action,  it 
will  more  than  serve  its  purpose. 
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PRirrEKDED    DEATH. 

OOUNTEKFEITED    DEATH  J   FORGED  CERTIFICATION  ;    FALSE 
PKKSONATION    AMD    FICTITIOUS   SUBSTITUTION. 

Stratagems  and  Conspiracies  to  defraud  Life  In&unince 
Coitipanics  may  be  grouped  under  certain  general  Iieads: 
Counlcrffited  Death;  Pretence  of  Death  undfr  the  forms  of 
forgtd  certification,  false  peraoiiation.  and  fictitious  substitu- 
tion; Speculative  and  "  Graveyard "  [nsuraiicc;  Mysterious 
Disappcarantcs,  with  their  iiiferences  and  presumptions;  I'oi- 
soninf;  and  other  forms  of  Homicide;  Deliberately  Planned 
Suicide;  Problematical  and  Dispniahle  Appearances;  Perplex- 
ing Irlcntiticatinn:  and  Self- Mutilation  in  Accident  Insurance. 
Tliis  ctassificatinn  comprehends  only  those  actively  aggres- 
sive forms  of  fraud  which  contemplate  speedy  realisation  of 
tile  atrocious  end  in  view,  and  which,  therefore,  are  broadly 
contradistinguished  from  less  tangible  sorts  of  imposture,  such, 
for  instance,  as  material  conc«dmen(  or  misrepresentation  in 
the  answers  recorded  in  Ule  application.  It  is  in  the  nature 
of  tfiese  latter  deceptions  that  for  possible  results  they  can 
only  look  remotely  to  the  chances  of  the  future  and  the  natural 
course  of  events,  while  their  flagrancy  is  generallv  mitigated 
by  indivitlual  unselfishness.     But  though  in  the  ammmentaria 
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of  fraud  tliere  are  no  weapons  which  more  urgently  call  for 
(he  watchful  5crutiny  of  life- insurance  executive  nfTiccrs,  the 
scope  of  this  volume  limits  us  to  tlic  consideration  of  the 
assaults  of  deeper  desperation  and  more  remorseless  cupidity. 
Counterfeiting  death  by  means  of  the  hypnotic  or  cataleptic 
state,  whether  induced  hy  mesmeric  agency,  or  by  recourse 
to  anaesthetics  or  somntfacienis  which  suspend  sensation  and 
motion,  is  so  extremely  rare  thai  it  need  not  be  seriously 
considered  as  a  factor  in  the  machinations  of  the  assailants 
of  insurance  companies.  Curiously  enough,  the  most  striking' 
illustration  of  the  trance  condition,  and  indeed,  so  far  as  we 
are  aware,  the  only  case  of  successfully  simulated  death  is  the 
first  reconled  fraud  in  the  history  of  life  insurance.  According' 
to  Mr,  John  Francis,  whn  tells  the  story  in  his  very  entertain- 
ing "Annals.  Anecdotes  and  Legends  of  Ufe  Assurance."  it 
occurred  in  the  year  1730.    Mr.  Francis  says: 

"  Tw*>  persons  resided  in  the  then  obscure  suburbs  of  St.  • 
Giles's,  one  of  whom  was  a  woman  of  twenty,  the  other  a 
man  whose  age  would  have  allowed  him  to  be  the  woman's 
father,  and  who  was  generally  understood  to  bear  that  relation. 
Their  position  hovered  on  the  debatable  ground  between 
poverty  and  competence,  or  might  even  be  characterized  by 
tlic  modem  term  of  shahhy-gcntecl.  They  interfered  with 
no  one,  and  they  encouraged  no  one  to  interfere  with  them. 
No  specific  personal  description  is  recorded  of  them,  beyond 
the  fact  that  the  man  was  tall  and  middle-aged,  bearing  a 
semi -military  aspect,  and  that  the  woman,  though  young  and 
attractive  In  person,  was  apparently  haughty  and  frigid  in  her 
manner. 

"  On  a  sudden,  at  night-time,  the  latter  was  taken  very  ill. 
The  man  sought  the  wife  of  his  nearest  neighbor  for  assistance, 
informing  her  that  his  daughter  had  been  seized  with  sudden 
and  grctt  pain  at  the  heart.  They  returned  together,  and 
found  her  in  the  utmost  apparent  agony,  shrinking  from  the 
approach  of  all  and  dreading  the  slightest  touch.  The  leech 
was  sent  for;  but  before  he  could  arrive,  she  seemed  insensible, 
and  he  only  entered  the  room  in  time  to  sec  her  die.  The 
father  appeared  in  deep  distress,  the  doctor  felt  her  pulse, 
placed  hi$  hand  on  her  heart,  shook  his  head  &s  he  intimated 
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all  was  over,  and  weot  his  way.    The  searchers  came,  for 

those  birds  nf  ill-omen  were  llicn  (he  urdinary  haunters  of  the 
(Icalh-bed,  and  the  cuffin  wilh  iw  ccmtcnts  was  cainniitlcd  to 
the  ground.  Almost  immediately  after  this,  the  bereaved 
father  claimed  from  the  underwriters  some  money  whicli  was 
insured  on  liin  daughter's  hfc,  left  the  locality,  and  the  story 
was  forgotten. 

"  Not  ven.'  lonp  after,  the  neighborhood  of  Queen  Square, 
then  a  fashionable  place,  shook  its  head  at  the  somewhat 
equivocal  connection  which  existed  betwcxrn  one  of  the  in- 
mates of  a  house  in  that  hx-alitv  and  a  lady  who  resided  wilh 
him.  The  gentleman  wore  moustaches,  and  thougli  not  young, 
affected  what  was  then  known  as  the  macaroni  style.  Ttie 
lady  accompanied  him  everywhere.  The  captain,  for  such  was 
the  almost  uidefiriile  title  he  assumed,  was  a  visitor  at  Rane- 
lagh,  v/as  an  habitue  ol  the  coffee-houses,  and  being  an  appar- 
ently wealthy  person,  riding  good  horses  and  keeping  an 
attractive  mistress,  he  attained  a  certain  position  among  the 
mamms  sufets  of  the  day.  Like  many  others  of  that  period, 
lie  was,  or  seemed  to  be,  a  dabbler  in  the  funds,  was  frequently 
seen  at  Lloyd's  and  in  the  Alley;  lounged  occasionally  at 
Garraway's;  but  appeared  more  particularly  to  affect  the  com- 
pany of  tliosc  who  dealt  in  Life  Assurances. 

"  His  house  soon  Ix'canic  a  resort  for  the  youiig  and  thought- 
less, being  one  of  those  pleasant  places  where  the  past  and  the 
future  were  alike  lost  in  the  present;  where  cards  were  intro- 
duced with  the  wine,  and  where,  if  the  young  bloods  of  the 
day  lost  their  money,  they  were  repaid  by  a  glance  of  more 
than  ordinary  warmth  from  the  gi>ddcss  of  the  place;  and  to 
which,  if  they  won.  tliey  returned  with  renewed  zesL  One 
thing  was  noticed,  they  never  won  from  the  master  of  tlic 
house,  and  there  is  no  doubt  a  large  portion  of  the  current 
expenses  xvas  met  by  the  money  gambled  away;  but  whether 
it  were  fairly  or  unfairly  gained,  is  scarcely  a  doubtful  ques- 
tion. 

"  A  stop  was  soon  put  to  these  amusements.  The  place  was 
too  remote  from  the  former  localit>',  the  appearance  of  both 
characters  was  too  much  changed  to  be  identified,  or  in  these 
two  might  have  been  traced  the  strangers  of  that  obscure 
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suburb  where,  as  (laughter,  the  woman  was  supposed  to  die, 
and,  as  father,  llie  man  had  wept  and  raved  over  her  remains. 
And  a  similar  scene  was  once  more  to  be  acled.  The  tady 
was  taken  as  sudilenly  tl!  as  before;  the  same  spasms  at  the 
heart  scetiied  to  eonvulse  her  frame,  and  again  the  man  hung 
over  her  in  a|>parent  agony.  Physicians  were  sent  for  ia  haste; 
One  only  arrived  in  time  to  see  her  once  more  imitate  the 
appearance  of  death,  while  the  others,  satisfied  that  life  had 
fled,  took  their  fees,  '  shook  solemnly  their  powdered  wigs,' 
and  departed.  Tliis  myster)',  for  it  is  evident  there  was  some 
collusion  or  conspiracy,  is  partially  solved  when  it  is  said  tliat 
many  thousands  were  claimed  and  received  by  the  gallant  cap- 
tain from  various  underwriters,  merchants,  and  companies  with 
whom  he  had  assured  the  life  of  the  lady. 

"  But  the  hero  of  this  tradition  was  a  consummate  actor;  and 
Uiough  his  career  is  unknown  for  a  long  period  after  this,  yet  it 
IE  highly  probable  that  he  carried  out  his  nefarious  projects 
in  tchcnies  which  arc  difficult  to  trace.  There  is  little  doubt, 
howe\'er,  that  the  soi-disant  captain  of  Queen  Square  was  one 
and  the  same  person  who,  as  a  merchant,  a  few  years  later 
appeared  daily  on  the  commercial  walks  ol  Liverpool;  where, 
deep  in  tlie  mysteries  of  com  and  cotton,  a  constant  attendcr 
at  church,  a  subscriber  to  local  charities,  and  a  giver  of  gond 
dinners,  lie  soon  became  much  respected  by  those  who  dealt 
with  him  in  business  or  visited  him  in  social  life.  The  hospi- 
talities of  his  house  were  gracefully  dispensed  by  a  larly  who 
passed  as  his  niece,  and  for  a  time  nothing  seemed  to  disturb 
the  tenor  of  his  way. 

"  At  length  it  becanie  whispered  in  the  world  of  connnerce 
that  his  speculations  were  not  so  successful  as  usual;  and  a  long 
»eries  of  misfortunes,  as  asserted  by  him,  gave  a  sanction  to  the 
whisper.  It  soon  became  advisable  for  him  to  borrow  money, 
and  this  he  coidd  only  do  on  the  security  of  property  belonging 
to  his  niece.  To  do  so  it  was  necessary  to  insure  their  lives 
for  about  £2.000.  This  was  easy  enough,  as  Liverpool.  n« 
less  than  London,  was  ready  to  assure  anything  which  proniiseil 
profit,  and  as  the  affair  was  regular,  no  one  hesitated.  A  cer- 
tain amount  of  secrecy  vjss  requisite  for  the  sake  of  bis  credit; 
and  availing  himself  of  this,  be  assured  on  the  life  of  his  niece 
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i2,ooo  with,  at  anv  rate,  ten  different  merchants  and  under- 
writers in  Lonilun  and  elsewhere.  The  game  was  once  more 
in  his  uw-n  hands,  and  the  same  play  was  once  more  acted. 
The  lady  was  taken  ill,  the  doctor  was  called  in  and  fomid  tier 
suffering  from  convul^ons.  He  administered  a  specific,  and 
retired.  In  tlie  night  he  was  again  hastily  summoned,  but 
arrived  too  late.  Tlie  patient  was  declared  to  tc  beyond  his 
skill;  and  (he  next  morning  it  liecame  known  to  all  Liverpool 
that  she  had  died  suddenly.  A  decortnis  grief  was  evinced  by 
the  chief  mtiumer.  There  was  no  liastc  made  in  forwarding 
the  funeral;  the  lady  lay  almost  in  state,  so  numerous  were  the 
[rtcnds  who  called  to  see  the  last  of  her  Ihey  had  visited;  Ihe 
searchers  did  thyir  hideous  office  gently,  for  tlicy  wore  probably 
Eai^ly  bribed;  the  physician  certified  that  she  had  died  of  a 
complaint  he  could  scarcely  name,  and  ihc  grave  received  the 
coffin.  The  merchant  retained  his  position  in  Liverpool,  and 
bore  himself  with  decent  dignity:  made  no  innnediaie  applica- 
tion fur  the  money,  scarcely  even  alluded  to  the  assurances 
which  were  due.  and  when  they  were  named,  exhibited  an 
appearance  of  almost  apathetic  indilTerencc.  He  had,  how- 
ever, selected  his  victims  wilh  skill.  They  were  safe  men.  and 
from  them  he  duly  received  the  money  which  was  assured  on 
the  life  of  the  niece. 

■■  From  this  period  he  seemed  to  decline  in  health,  expressed 
a  laathtDg  for  the  place  where  he  had  once  been  sti  h.appy; 
change  of  air  ^i-as  prescribed,  and  he  left  the  men  whom  he 
had  deceived,  chuckling  at  the  success  of  his  infamous  scheme. 

"It  need  not  be  repeated  that  the  poverty-stricken  gentle- 
man of  llie  suburbs,  Ihe  gambling  captain  of  Queen  Square, 
and  the  merchant  of  Liverpool  were  identical.  Tliat  so  suc- 
cessful a  series  i>f  frauds  was  practised  appears  wonderful  at 
the  present  day:  hut  that  the  wonwin  either  po8ses,w<l  that 
power  of  simidaling  death,  of  which  we  read  occasional  cases  in 
the  remarkable  records  of  various  times,  or  that  the  physicians 
were  deceived  or  bribed,  is  certain.  There  is  no  other  way  of 
accounting  for  the  success  of  a  sclieme  which  dipped  so  largely 
into  the  pockets  of  tlic  midcrwritcrs." 
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A  CHICAGO  SHAM, 

Tn  pursuance  of  a  swindle  concocted  in  Chicago  by  Richard 
Rainfortli.  Dr.  C.  B.  Kendall,  and  T.  W.  Fuller,  it  was  pre- 
arranged (hat  die  principal  actor  shuiild  feign  death  folIo»v- 
ine  typhoid  fever,  and  that,  previous  to  hurial,  another  Iwdy 
should  be  smusrpled  into  the  coffin.  The  particulars  of  this 
case  are  as  follows: 

In  the  month  of  February,  1867,  a  uHlI,  purporting  to  have 
been  made  and  signed  by  Kicbard  KainforCh,  deceased,  was 
filed  in  the  Cook  County  Court.  Chicago,  (or  probate.  Tlie 
will  was  duly  executed  and  witnessed,  and  contained  three  sepa- 
rate bequest*— one  for  $1,000  to  Dr.  Charles  B.  Ketidall, 
Fullcilon  Block;  one  of  $1,000  to  Timothy  W.  Fuller,  133  S. 
Clark  Street,  and  the  rest  of  Rainforth's  property  to  Birdie,  the 
daughter  of  T.  W.  Fuller.  The  will  provided  for  its  own  exe- 
cution, and  named  Kendall  and  Fuller,  the  legatees,  as  execu- 
torg.  The  will  was  on  file  till  March  21,  no  measures  having 
been  taken  to  prove  it  until  that  date,  when  a  rule  of  Court  was 
obtained  to  compel  the  executors  to  do  so.  When  the  demise 
of  Rainforth  was  made  public.  Miles  Rainforth,  his  brother, 
went  to  Chicago  to  sec  how  matters  stood  in  his  favor  in  the 
will.  After  having  obtained  an  interview  with  M.  F.  Heenan, 
the  lawyer  who  had  been  employed  to  draw  up  the  will,  he  was 
led  to  believe  the  will  ivas  a  forgery,  or  that  deceased  had  been 
dealt  with  foully.  Impressed  with  this  doubt,  he  arranged  with 
a  legal  firm  to  investigate  the  subject.  Efforts  were  then  made 
to  have  the  will  proved,  but  failed  until  a  rule  of  Court  was 
liad  "  compelling  the  executors  to  show  cause  why  they  did  not 
prove  the  will."  On  the  21st  of  March,  Fuller  and  Kendall 
appeared  in  court  to  answer  the  summons  issued,  and,  in  the 
absence  of  Mr.  Heenan,  renounced  tlie  executorship.  Miles 
Rainforth  then  filed  a  petition,  asking  for  an  examination  into 
the  merits  of  the  will.  The  petition  was  granted,  and  the 
executors  placed  in  the  vwtness-box  to  "  answer  relative  to  tlieir 
stewardship  of  the  property  of  the  deceased,  and  the  manner  of 
his  death."  Dr.  Kendall  was  first  examined,  and  refused  to 
answer,  when  he  was  committed  for  contempt.  Fuller  was  then 
placed  on  the  stand,  and,  to  the  question  "  ts  Richard  Rainforth 
dead?"  replied,  "  No,  he  is  nut  dead;  he  still  lives."     He  then 
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t(!Stified  that  Raiiirortli.  Kendall,  and  liiniseU  had  matured  a 
plan  to  defraud  die  ^ina,  St.  Louis  Mutual,  and  N[titual  Benefit 
Life  Insunuici;  Cuinpaitlcs,  in  whicli  lit  tiad  cfftrctcd  policies 
[or  $13,000.  Tlie  plan  consisted  in  Rainforth  assuming  death, 
while  Kendall  was  deputed  to  procure  a  body  for  the  inters 
ment,  and  after  the  skilful  substitution  of  the  body,  Rainforth 
was  to  seek  some  place  of  concealment.  In  pursuance  of  this 
arrangement,  a  few  days  before  Rainforth's  allied  death,  he 
pretL-nded  to  feel  unwell,  and  Dr.  Kendall  was  called  in  and 
pronounced  tlie  patient  suffering  from  typhoid  fever.  Two 
days  afterwards,  by  direction  of  the  patient,  his  will  was  drawn 
up,  and  anotlier  physician  called  on  to  visit  the  sick  man;  he 
decided  that  he  had  only  about  thirty-six  hours  to  live.  The 
same  day  a  barber  was  procured  who  shaved  oil  Rainforth's 
moustache  and  whiskers.  An  hour  afterwards  his  will  was 
signed  "  in  the  presence  of  Heenan  and  two  other  witnesses." 
While  Fuller  and  Kendall  were  in  the  room  the  latter  said, 
■'  Poor  Dick  is  dead."  On  the  following  <iay  the  pretended 
corpse  was  apparently  and  presumably  coffincil  and  buried  in 
Graccland  Cemetery,  Chicago.  Fuller  moreover  blated  that 
he  was  nut  aware  of  the  fraud  practised  upon  him  by  tliis  pre- 
tence of  death  until  some  time  after  its  occurrence.  He  after- 
ward learned  that  letters  had  been  received  at  Chicago  from 
RainforLli  and  Fuller's  daughter,  Birdie,  dated  as  late  as  .March 
18.  Fuller  was  llien  held  tor  a  further  hearing  in  $i2,(xx>  bail, 
and  Dr.  Kendall  was  arraigned  for  fraud  and  held  in  jail  to 
answer.  Search  was  made  for  Rainforth  after  the  plot  had 
been  discovered;  but  no  clew  to  his  whereabouts  was  obtained 
until  H>mc  time  in  April,  when  it  was  ascertained  that  he  was  in. 
New  York.  On  the  receipt  of  a  telegram  to  tliat  effect  by 
Superintendent  Kennedy,  from  the  detective  agency  of  Wm. 
Tuttle  &  Co.,  Chicago,  detectives  Vaughan  and  Ntven  were 
detailed  to  find  Rainforth.  They  worked  assiduously,  and, 
after  a  deal  of  difficulty,  they  learned  that  he  was  at  the  Dupont 
House,  comer  of  Hudson  and  Laight  Streets.  They  proceeded 
to  the  place  at  two  o'clock  at  niglit,  and  there  he  was  discov- 
ered in  bed.  He  was  taken  to  Police  Headquarters  and  deliv- 
ered to  the  custody  of  Detective  Kennedy,  of  Chicago,  who 
had  been  sent  to  New  York  to  convey  the  accused  to  tliat  city. 
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Rainfnrth  had  been  a  quartermaster  in  the  army,  Dr.  Kendall 
an  army  surgeon,  anil  Mr.  Fuller  a  tJetective  in  the  servite 
of  the  government  during  die  war.  Fuller,  after  his  exposure 
of  the  Rainforth  conspiracy,  furnished  the  Chicago  Tribune 
with  an  autobiographical  sketch  of  his  life  and  adventures,  in 
the  course  of  which  he  mad«  a  revelation,  which,  however 
startling  or  sensational,  savored  so  much  more  of  the  fanciful 
than  of  the  prubalite,  that  it  did  not  produce  a  very  profound 
impression.     He  said: 

The  origin  of  this  insurance  business  ia  not  here.  There  arc  par- 
ties connected  with  it  wbo  sund  high  in  Kociety,  and  who  have  great 
iollucncc.  It  would  not  benclit  me  to  »y  whv  thcsu  parties  arc,  nor 
would  it  now  benefit  the  insurance  companies,  and  ihe  public  will 
nut  be  injured  by  having  the  names  kepi  a  secret  lot  the  prcscrii. 
//is  tnougk  l6  say  it  is  an  organiitii  <cmpaKy,  wUh  its  htatitjunrtcrs 
in  New  York.  It  has  its  ramifications  throuKhout  the  principal 
States,  and  the  periion^  engaged  are  in  such  positions  thai  if  at- 
tcnipCci,  the  Etaucl>  will  be  seldom  discovered,  because  the  doctor 
and  die  man  who  is  reported  to  die  have  no  knowkilgc  ouuJde  of  the 
patient  or  ca«  in  which  the>'  are  engaged. 

Whatever  the  object  of  this  singular  statement,  it  was  deemed 
prudent,  in  view  of  possibilities,  to  give  it  some  consideration, 
(or  if.  upon  investigation,  there  should  be  found  a  shadow 
of  truth  in  so  reniarlcable  a  declaration,  the  life  companies 
were  bound  to  assume  a  defensive  attitude.  Bui  whether  true 
or  not,  the  experience  of  the  English  companies,  and  the  num- 
erous cases  of  convicted  crime  in  this  country,  sufficiently 
prove  to  our  life  corporations  that  they  have  an  ugly  foe  to 
encounter,  and  that  it  is  necessary  to  be  unceasingly  vigilant 


FORGED  CERTIFICATION. 

With  regard  to  forged  proofs  of  death,  without  auxiliaries  in 
reserve,  it  will  be  found  that  though  at  first  glance  suuh  (abri- 
cation  would  seem  to  open  an  inviting  field  for  knivery,  it  is 
comparatively  rare,  because  comparatively  easy  of  detection. 
Take,  by  way  of  illustration,  a  recent  case  of  false  certification 
in   France.     A  young  teacher  named  Charles  Auguste  Des- 
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bouia,  in  Never*,  was  the  bcnc6ciary  of  policies  on  tlic  life  of 
his  mother,  a  widow  living  in  Tonnay,  in  the  company  named 
Le  Monde,  tu  the  aniuuni  uf  50,000  b-ancs.  Tou'an)  the  end 
of  January,  \t.  Desbouis  notiliiHl  ttic  agent  of  Le  Monde  in 
Nevers  that  his  motlicr  was  dead.  The  agent  furtliwitli  com- 
municated tlir  information  tu  the  company,  and  stiortly  after- 
ward the  officers  rcccival  a  letter  from  the  family  announcing 
the  fact;  also,  the  Mayor's  official  certificate  of  the  death  of 
the  Widow  Desbouis;  and  the  usual  certificates  of  tliC  physician 
and  the  undertaker.  As  these  certificates  were  upon  ordinar>' 
paper,  the  company  thought  they  had  a  suspiciouii  look,  and 
called  upon  M.  Desbouis  to  (uniisb  certificates  upon  stamped 
paper.  This  he  did  a  few  days  afterward.  A  comparison  be- 
tween the  new  certificates  and  those  previously  furnished 
strengthened  the  suspicions  of  tlic  comjany.  Notwithstanding 
a  favorable  report  from  tlic  agent  in  Nevers,  they  sent  one  o( 
their  inspectors  to  Ctiarcnlc,  in  western  France,  to  institute  an 
investigation,  the  resuh  of  which  was  the  discovery  tliat  the 
Widow  Desbouis  wxs  in  good  health,  and  blissfully  ignorant  of 
her  son's  fraudulent  nian<:euvres.  The  next  time  the  young 
man  called  at  tlic  home  office,  in  Paris,  he  was  arrested. 


CRIMINATION  OP  THE  EXAMINER. 

The  occasional  collusion  of  medical  examiners  with  men  of 
loose  morals  and  lack  of  principle,  who  engage  in  schemes 
to  rob  insurant  companies,  leaves  a  dark  shadow  upon  one 
of  the  noblest  of  all  professions,  a  vocation  and  a  mission 
4s  noteworthy  for  the  honor  and  integrit)-  of  its  membership 
a$  it  is  for  humane  and  charitable  and  philanthropic  work. 
When  a  physician  accepts  a  bribe  to  give  a  false  certificate 
of  acceptability  for  insurance,  the  question  arises  whether  his 
act  is  an  outgrowtli  of  depravity  or  of  poverty,  whether  it 
springs  from  moral  obliquity  or  the  res  angusta  domi.  To 
show  how  hard  it  is,  from  a  distant  view-point,  to  reach  a 
correct  conclusion,  take  a  recent  case. 

In  September.  i8<)5.  Drs.  Bingham  and  Ferguson,  and 
Crown  Attorney  Farwell,  of  Whitby,  Ontario,  under  instruc- 
tions from  the  Attorney -Gcncrars  Department,  exhumed  the 
body  of  Mary  Ellen  Alger,  wife  of  Elisha  Alger,  a  farmer  near 
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Pickering,  who  died  in  August.  This  procedure  was  in  conse- 
quence o(  information  which  led  to  suspicion  that  a  conspiracy 
had  been  formed  to  defraud  the  E^^uitable  Life  and  the  Home 
Life  Insurance  Company  of  New  York.  Tlic  former  Iiad  issued 
a  policy  on  the  woman's  Ufc  in  December,  i8<)4.  for  $7,000, 
and  the  latter  in  July,  iS<j5,  within  a  month  of  her  death,  (or 
$5,000,  on  the  recumiiienclation  of  Dr.  Francey,  of  Whitevale, 
Ontario.  Mrs.  Alger  had  been  married  fifteen  years,  and  the 
post-vwrian  examination  showc<I  that  she  died  of  puhiionary 
consumption.  On  the  17th  of  November.  Alger  was  com- 
mitted for  trial  on  the  charge  of  attempting  to  defraud  the 
Equitable  Life.  Tlic  l-'ree  Press,  of  LoncSom,  Ontario,  pub- 
Hshed  the  following  account  of  the  testimony  of  Dr.  Francey, 
the  criminated  medical  examiner: 

"The  ex-iniinalioii  of  Dr.  Francey  was  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordtnary  iti  tlie  history  ot  criminology.  He  told  without  any  reserve 
whatever  how  he  had  gmilually  been  lc<5  into  this  business.  H«nry 
Trull.  Oshan-a,  local  agent  for  the  Equitable  Life,  cwme  to  sec  htm 
in  Septerubcr,  1S94.  and  wanted  him  to  take  him  atound  caiiViiH.sini; 
for  risks,  offering  ij  per  cent,  cnminissiun  on  first  premium,  '  Wc 
went  to  Alger's.  He  was  digging  iJo5t  holc9  around  his  barnyard. 
Trull  talked  life  insurance.  Alger  was  disposed  to  discuss  the  qncs- 
tion,  but  at  anolhcr  time  when  he  should  have  leisure  He  came  to 
mc  aftcrui'ariis  and  cpiikc  ul  the  subjecl.  wanting  to  place  in^uratice 
on  his  wife.  At  first  1  said  it  would  hardly  do.  I  asked  him  why 
he  had  not  got  insurance  on  both  himself  and  wife  in  the  Mutual 
Reserve.  Akcr  said  it  was  t<n>  late  now  to  talk  about  that.  He  did 
not  know  that  his  wile  was  likely  to  die.  In  April.  1804.  I  had  made 
a  careful  examination  of  her,  1  was  attending  his  daughter  Nellie 
at  the  time.  I  made  a  naked  clicst  examination  of  Mrs.  Aleer.  I  told 
him  his  wife  had  consumption  and  was  almost  certain  to  die  before 
many  years.  He  had  talked  to  some  people  about  the  Mutual  Reserve, 
he  said,  but  they  had  not  spoken  well  of  thai  company.  I  said  to  him, 
ii  he  should  insure  her.  it  would  likely  be  a  profitable  policy,  as  she 
was  unlikely  to  live  long.  Alger  said  I  was  to  gel  $i,ood  of  the  insur- 
ance i(  I'd  pass  her,  and  I  could  make  what  1  could  out  of  the  pre- 
miums. H  was  finally  decided  to  insure  her  for  $5,000  in  the  Equitable 
Life,  It  was  cxpt.iined  by  me  thai  the  insurance  would  be  certain  if  she 
lived  out  the  year,  as  the  policies  of  that  company  are  incontestable' 
In  making  the  examination  the  question:!  as  to  family  history  were 
skipped  by  Francrj-,  and  she  was  led  lo  believe  the  application  w.i4 
but  for  $i,oocx  Fnincey  examined  her  (or  the  Home  Life,  but  she 
knew  nnihinK  about  il.  l-nmcey  going  to  Toronto  and  copying  the 
Efiuitabte  policy  application.     Mrs.  Alger's  name  was  forged  to  this 
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one  The  name  of  the  forcer  lus  not  yet  been  Riven.  Jamei.  Flortop 
wax  (UHKd  by  Fnmctj  ka  being  oflcrcd  $150  wiili  Itim&cli  il  Ibc 
tnsuraxKc  money  on  the  la*t  policy  wa.t  i>btatn«d.  Francey  InsiM* 
that  lie  came  Inck  from  Buflalo  of  hi&  own  accord,  and  has  »incc 
b««fl  promised  hU  IthcMy  tf  he  gave  evidence  in  ibU  trial.  Me  &wean 
he  wished  (o  get  Alger  to  tcitle." 

Other  parties  implicated  were  afterward  indicted.  But  the 
disquieting  and  deplorable  feature  of  tiie  case  was  the  faith- 
lessness of  a  irtisted  medical  examiner,  and  his  willin^css, 
whetlier  from  need  or  from  greed,  to  involve  the  companies 
whicti  eniployetl  liim  in  the  large  expcnililurc  of  time,  (rouble 
and  money,  winch  necessarily  ancnds  such  contests  for  justice 
and  riglit 

THE  SCHEURER  FRAUDS. 

In  the  spring  of  t8S8  Henri  Castelnau.  a  doctor  of  shady 
reputation,  Alexander  Martinet,  a  chemist,  and  Marie  Pruutcau, 
CastHiiau's  servant,  were  placed  on  trial  at  Versailles,  on  a 
charge  of  concocting  a  false  certificate  oF  death.  Anollier 
woman,  Juliana  Mcti:,  was  included  in  tlie  indictment  as  a 
parlUeps  critninii.  but  her  case  was  separately  disposed  of  at 
Vienna.  The  facts,  as  detailed  by  a  leading  English  insurance 
joumjil,  The  Rnnnv,  are  substantially  as  follows: 

A  Gentian  adventtirer  named  Schetirer  married  an  American 
wife  al  Urooklyn.  but  not  Ending  her  rich,  as  he  had  expected, 
deserted  her.  He  came  to  Paris  in  18S,)  with  his  mistress. 
Juliana  Mctz,  and.  being  reduced  to  great  shifts,  conceived  the 
idea  of  insuring  his  life  in  F.nglish  offices  and  of  pretending 
to  be  dead,  so  that  Juliana  might  receive  the  insurance  He 
had  formerly  been  an  agent  for  insurance  con^panics  and  was 
well  acquainted  with  their  working.  He  accontingly  effected 
inEuranccs  for  £8,500,  an<l  some  months  afterwards  a  certificate 
of  death  at  Meudon  being  sent  in,  the  companies,  after  some 
denmr,  pair)  the  p(jlicie.v 

Marie  Proutcau,  however,  after  a  time,  gossiped  to  the  serv- 
ant who  had  succeeded  Iicr  at  Castelnau's.  the  tatter  repeated 
tilt  story,  and  an  anonymuus  letter  reachctl  the  cnmi>anies-  It 
was  then  discovered  that  Scheurer  was  still  living,  that  tlic 
man  who  had  died  was  really  named  Carl  Glockncr,  that 
Castelnau,  a  doctor  and  Anarchist  orator  at  Paris,  was  a  party 
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to  the  fraud,  and  that  the  chemist  Martinet  had  received  23,- 
000  francs  for  having  secured  the  consumptive  patient  Giock- 
ner,  a  journeyman  brewer,  who  was  to  be  passed  ofl  at  death 
as  Schciirer.  The  la&t-naiiied  meanwhile  Iiad  naturalized  him- 
self in  Canada,  had  taken  llie  name  of  Clarence  Percy  Robert, 
had  higarnously  married  Juliana  at  Urighton.  and  had  gone 
with  her  to  Austria.  On  hearing  that  the  fraud  had  been 
detected,  Seheurcr  went  to  Italy,  hul,  learning  that  Juliana 
had  been  arre&ted  witli  £8,000  in  her  possession,  he  comnntteil 
snicide  at  Coino.  He  left  a  paper  avowing  his  guilt  and  exon- 
erating Juliana. 

Castelnau.  on  being  interrogated,  acknowledged  that  he  tnade 
Schcurcr's  acquaintance  In  1878,  that  he  himself  was  then  in 
pecuniary  straits,  and  that  he  agreed  to  assist  in  Schcurcr's 
plan.  He  was  promised  loo.ooo  francs,  but  received  only 
33,300  francs.  He  went  and  askai  Martinet  to  find  him  a  sick 
man.  Glockner  was  not  only  a  German,  but  had  some  resem- 
blance to  Seheurcr.  Glockner  was  taken  to  a  house  at  Meudon, 
and  Castelnau  maintained  that  he  was  well  cared  for.  No  doc- 
tor, however,  saw  him  till  a  few  days  before  his  death,  when  the 
medical  man  called  in  found  him  in  the  last  stage  of  consump- 
tion. Castelnau  received  the  money  through  Martinet,  and  he 
gave  10.000  francs  of  it  to  his  daughter.  He  admitted  having 
at  Scheurer's  dictation  drawn  up  the  certificale  of  death. 

Martinet,  while  obliged  to  admit  that  he  had  provided  the 
invalid  Glockner  for  Castelnau,  insisted  that  he  had  known 
nothing  of  the  fraud,  but  believed  that  Castelnau  wished  to 
test  a  new  cure  for  consumption.  Marie  Proiiteau  also  main- 
tained that  she  did  not  at  the  time  know  of  the  fraud,  and  did 
not  know  who  the  patient  at  Meudon  was.  though  Seheurcr 
afterwards  induced  her  to  make  a  declaration  that  the  patient 
was  Baron  Schcurer. 

On  the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  Marie  Prouleau,  the  servant, 
who,  after  signing  documents  certifying  Schcurcr's  death,  ulti- 
mately made  disclosures  which  led  to  the  detection  of  the 
fraud,  was  acquitted.  The  jury  found  the  two  other  prisoners 
guilty,  but  with  extenuating  circumstances.  Castelnau  was 
sentenced  to  eight  years,  and  the  chemist.  Martinet,  to  five 
years'  imprisonment 
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Tlie  trial  of  Juliana  Metz,  llic  accomplice  of  Scheurer,  who 
swindled  seven  British  insurance  companies,  took  place  in 
Vienna.  The  aoc«se<I,  Sch«urer's  mistress,  was  bom  in  Galtcia 
and  at  the  tinir  wa»  thirty  vears  uf  age.  She  wa<;  accused  of 
having,  in  concert  with  several  accomplices,  helween  Decemher, 
1883,  and  June.  1RR4,  nblained  large  sums  imder  falie  pre- 
tences in  London  and  I'aris.  from  various  life  associations. 
Among  the  companies  defrauded  are  the  Provident  Clerks' 
Mutual  Life  Association,  the  Imperial  Life  Assurance  Com- 
pany, the  Sun  Life  Assurance,  the  Union,  and  the  Scottish 
Widows'  Fund.  It  was  pretended  tliat  Scheurer  died  at  Mcu- 
don  in  N'ovember,  1883,  whereupon  Juliana  Met*.  10  whom 
all  Scheiirer's  insurance  documents  had  hccn  given,  obtained 
£13,800.  The  accused,  until  nineteen,  could  neither  read  nor 
write,  and  at  the  age  of  iwcnty-lwo  was  in  domestic  wrvice  as 
a  nursemaid.  Yet  when  she  lived  in  Austria  she  assumed  the 
airs  of  a  lady  of  social  distinction,  keeping  a  carriafre  and  a 
train  o(  scrvanls,  and  wa-s  trcaicd  with  great  respect.  Her 
marriajjo  with  Scheurer,  which  was  contracted  in  England,  was 
bigamous  because  the  American  wife,  whom  he  deserted  after 
s<[nandering  her  money,  was  still  living,  tn  tlic  indictment 
it  was  asserted  that  the  man  who  died  of  consumption  under 
Schcurer's  name  was  aware  of  ihe  fraud.  Juliana  lived  in  Eng- 
land, and  fearing  to  betray  the  secret  by  Irtu-r.  nftcn  crossed 
the  Channel  to  consult  with  Scheurer  when  difficulties  arose 
Irom  the  insurance  companies  suspecting  foul  play.  She  was 
an  accomplished  actress,  and  passed  herself  off  as  Scheurer's 
afflicted  widow  everywhere,  even  in  his  family  in  Hamburg, 
and  in  consequence  of  her  part  being  played  so  well  she 
obtained  the  money.  Her  appearance  gave  no  clue  to  her 
talents.  She  was  small  and  apparently  timid,  and  seemed  like 
a  lady's  maid.  When  Schcuirr  heard  of  the  arrest  of  Castclnau 
and  Martinet  in  Paris  he  withdrew  his  money  from  the  banks 
where  it  wa.s  deposited,  and  gave  some  to  Juliana  and  some 
to  friends  to  keep  for  her.  Then  they  both  left  Vienna  in 
different  directions.  Before  shooting  himself  in  Como  be  sent 
all  he  had  with  him  to  Vienna,  where  a  total  of  £g,ooo  was 
secured  after  Jidiana's  arrest,  so  tliat  the  losses  were,  to  some 
extent,  repaired.    During  the  examination  she  put  all   the 
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blame  upon  Seheurcr,  and  pretended  to  be  too  simple  to  know 
she  was  coiniiiitling  a  fraud  wlien  she  did  all  in  ker  power  to 
oblaiu  llie  iiisurajice.  Altlioiigh  the  advtjcale  for  ihe  defense 
urged  tliat  Iiis  client  ajctcd  under  the  influence  of  pressure, 
the  jur>'  found  tlic  prisoner  guilty,  and  sentenced  her  to  four 
ycara'  hard  labor. 


A  CLUMSY  PHILADELPHIA  SCHEME. 

One  of  the  clumsiest  and  stupidest  attempts  ever  made  to 
defraud  a  beneficial  order  came  to  light  in  Pliiladelphta  in 
December.  iSSy.  A  Dr.  Murray  undertook  to  swindle  the 
Order  of  Fralernal  Guardians  out  of  $625.  the  amount  of 
insurance  on  the  life  of  Miss  Annie  Mcintosh,  aged  22. 
Though  the  girl  was  ahve  and  well,  he  caiiscd  to  be  published 
ir  the  daily  papers  a  notice  of  her  dealli  at  the  hoii&e  of  a  Mrs. 
Behm,  and  the  statement  that  the  interment  would  be  at  Media. 
The  attention  of  the  coroner  was  called  by  sceptical  parties 
to  the  matter,  and  the  facts  were  gradually  developed  in  the 
course  of  an  official  examination. 

Dr.  Murray,  when  called  to  testify,  stated  that  he  had  been 
called  upon  to  attend  the  patient,  who  was  (ormerly  in  his 
employ  as  a  servant,  ami  that  on  the  22d  of  November  a  man 
alleging  to  be  Robert  Mcintosh,  the  brother  of  the  deceased, 
called  upon  him  (or  a  death  certificate,  which  lie  gave  him. 
The  doctor  said  tliat  he  wrote  it  on  a  prescription  blank,  giving 
the  cause  o[  death  as  "peritonitis."  He  also  claimed  that  the 
brother  \vas  accompanied  by  a  man  who  was  connected  with 
Quinby'.'i  undertaking  establishment  at  Media.  He  admit- 
ted that  he  had  not  seen  the  body  of  the  deceased,  but  had 
issued  the  certificate  solely  upon  the  infoniiation  of  the  brother 
that  she  was  dead.  An  effort  was  then  made  to  ascertain  what 
disposition  had  been  made  of  the  body,  the  services  of  all  the 
attaches  of  tlic  coroner's  olTicc  being  called  into  requisition, 
but  nothing  could  be  learned  on  lliat  point.  Feeling  con- 
vinced that  a.  crime  of  some  kind  had  been  committed,  the 
coroner  placed  Mrs.  Behni  under  arrest  After  a  night  in 
prison,  she  acknowledged  that  her  previous  story  was  untrue. 
When  ihe  hearing  v\'as  resumed,  Murray  was  again  called  to 
tlie  stand.    He  detailed  circumsuntially  the  facts  about  Annie's 
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illness,  and  told  of  titc  issuing  of  a  certificate  by  him  on  learn- 
ing from  licr  brotlicr  that  site  had  died.  Tlien  Mrs.  IJchm 
was  placed  011  the  stand,  and.  in  answer  to  qtieslions,  she  said 
that  .\miie  Mclntosli  had  not  die<I  at  her  huu!<e.  and  that  she 
never  knew  such  a  person.  Dr.  Murray,  she  testified,  had 
promised  lo  reward  her  handsomely  for  allowinf^  her  house 
and  name  to  be  used.  Murray  ihon  broke  down,  and  con- 
fessed that  he  liad  manufactured  the  story  of  the  K'i'ls  death  in 
order  to  defraud  the  Onler  of  Fraternn]  Guardians  nut  of  $625, 
the  amount  for  which  her  life  was  insured.  He  said  that  Annie 
Mcintosh  was  alive  and  well  at  her  home,  in  the  northern  sec- 
tion of  the  city.  The  doctor's  discomfiture  was  complete,  and 
after  a  scathing  rebuke  from  tlie  coroner,  the  case  was  turned 
over  to  ihe  district  attorney. 


A  COLORADO  FALSE  PRETENCE. 

In  May,  1889,  two  crooks,  mother  and  son,  of  Pueblo, 
Colorado,  devised  a  scheme  to  defraud  the  Washington  Life 
Insurance  Company  of  New  York  out  of  fifteen  thousand 
dollars.  A  policy  for  that  amount  was  issued  at  Denver  by 
F.  E.  Busby,  manager  of  the  company,  to  one  Daniel  Stevens, 
who  claimed  to  be  a  resident  of  Sheridan  Lake,  a  small  town 
in  Bent  County,  near  the  Kansas  line,  the  policy  being  made 
payable  to  his  mother,  Mary  E.  Ste\'ens. 

Notliing  more  was  thought  of  the  matter  by  Mr.  Busby 
until  more  than  a  month  afterward,  when  he  received  a  letter 
from  the  bereaved  mother,  postmarked  at  Pueblo,  Colorado, 
notifying  him  that  her  son  Daniel  had  suddenly  departed  this 
life,  and  requesting  him,  between  her  sobs,  to  send  her  the 
proper  blank  proofs  of  death,  so  that  she  could  collect  the 
amoimt  for  which  his  life  was  insured. 

The  tone  of  the  letter,  and  the  fact  that  the  insured  had  died 
so  soon  after  getting  the  policy,  excited  Mr.  Busby's  suspi- 
cions, and  he  concluded  to  inquire  into  the  matter.  In  her 
letter  the  mother  staled  that  her  son  had  died  at  Sheridan  Lake 
of  pneumonia,  having  been  taken  sick  on  the  26th  of  March, 
and  died  on  the  2d  of  April,  the  death  occurring  about  five 
weeks  after  the  policy  was  issued.  She  also  stated  that  she 
was  then  at  Greenhorn,  in  Pueblo  County,  attending  a  sick 
friend,  who  was  very  low. 
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Mr.  Busby  promptly  forwanlctl  tlic  blanks  to  Mrs.  Stevens, 
and  liieii  proceeded  to  invcsli^lt  the  particulars  of  the  son's 
deatb  oil  bis  own  atconnt  Inquiry  dcvclopfd  tlic  fact  that 
no  such  man  as  UanieJ  Stevens  had  lived,  died,  or  been  buried 
at  Sheridan  Lake,  that  no  one  had  died  or  been  buried  there 
within  a  year,  aiid  that  no  one  in  that  locality  could  be  found 
who  had  ever  heard  of  such  a  man  as  Daniel  Stevens.  Con- 
vinced by  this  discovery  that  Daniel  was  a  deceiver  and  still 
living,  Mr.  Busby  put  the  matter  into  tlie  bands  of  his  attorney. 
F.  A.  Williams,  of  Denver,  and  Sheriff  McCarthy,  of  Pueblo, 
and  after  a  consultation  with  them,  immediately  determined 
upon  a  course  of  actiouL 

The  proofs  of  death  not  having  been  yet  received,  Mr.  Busby 
wrote  to  Mrs.  Stevens  at  Pueblo  in  regard  to  the  matter,  and 
she  at  once  replied,,  forwarding  the  proofs,  and  stating  that  she 
herself  had  been  quite  sick  at  Greenhorn,  which  accounted 
for  the  seeming  delay  in  fo^^varding  the  proofs.  The  prompt- 
ness with  which  ibis  decoy  letter  was  answered  proved  that 
Mrs.  Stevens  was  at  PucI)lo  and  not  at  Greenhorn,  and  Shcrifl 
McCarthy  and  Under-sheriff  Abbey  then  began  the  work  of 
locating  Mrs,  Stevens  and  Daniel,  feeling  assured  that  the  latter 
was  still  living,  and  that  both  were  in  Pueblo. 

Mr.  Busby  learned  that  Daniel  Stevens  had  rented  a  box  at 
the  Pueblo  post  office  about  March  20,  paying  for  it  in  ad- 
vance, and  instructing  the  postmaster  to  put  all  mail-matter 
coming  to  his  address  in  said  box.  implying  that  he  would 
get  the  mail  when  he  came  to  town.  Sheriff  McCarthy  and 
Under-sheriff  Abbey  then  began  to  watch  for  Mrs.  Stevens, 
or  any  one  else  that  might  call  for  the  tnail  put  into  Daniel 
Stevens'  box.  and  they  soon  noticed  that  a  young  man  answer- 
ing the  description  of  Daniel  called  for  the  mail.  It  was  also 
discovered  that  he  was  rooming  in  a  building  on  West  Seventh 
Street,  formerly  occupied  by  D.  C  Montgomery.  On  further 
investigation  the  bereaved  mother.  Mrs.  Mary  E,  Stevens,  was 
found  at  Mrs.  Lane's,  on  South  Santa  Fe  Avenue,  where  she 
had  a  room  and  was  frequently  visited  by  the  young  man  sup- 
posed to  be  her  son,  but  who  answered  to  the  name  of  John 
Morgan  in  Pueblo. 

On  learning  these  facts,  though  no  one  was  able  to  identify 
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the  insured,  Mr.  Busby  decided  to  remain  iu  Pueblo  until  llie 
guilty  parties  were  hruught  In  justice.  He  was  accompanied 
by  his  attorney,  Mr.  Williams.  an<l  Mr.  E.  D.  Hcgg,  of  Thitl's 
Detective  Agency,  Denver.  In  the  mean  time  a  registered 
letter  had  been  sent  to  the  address  of  Mrs.  Stevens,  and  the 
usual  notification  was  dropped  in  Daniel  Stevens'  box.  The 
man  supposed  to  be  Stevens  went  to  the  post-office  about  9 
o'clock  in  the  morning  to  see  if  there  was  any  mail,  and  Mr. 
Busby,  who  was  stationed  in  a  convenient  locality,  saw  the 
man  and  at  once  recognized  him  as  the  assured.  One  of 
Sheriff  McCarthy's  force  had  shadowed  him  to  llic  office,  and 
when  he  came  out  he  was  followed  by  another  shadow.  Mr. 
Htgg  was  following  him,  and  from  that  time  until  his  arre&t 
he  was  not  lost  sight  of  for  one  minute,  except  when  he  was 
in  his  own  room,  or  that  of  his  mother,  and  even  then  he  was 
not  out  of  sight  of  the  officers. 

Leaving  the  post  office,  young  Stevens  went  to  his  room, 
and  later  went  to  his  mother's  room  on  South  Santa  Fe 
Avenue.  Later  they  both  went  to  the  post  office,  and  Mrs. 
Stevens  secured  the  registered  letter,  which  informed  her  that 
the  insurance  money  was  in  the  Stockgrowers'  National  Bank, 
where  she  could  get  it  upon  giving  a  proper  receipt.  They 
then  returned  to  her  room  and  dctemiincd  upon  a  plan  of 
action. 

About  2  o'clock  they  walked  up  town  together  on  the  other 
side  of  the  street  from  the  Stockgrowers'  Bank.  Wlien  oppo- 
site the  bank  young  Stevens  crossed  over,  and  went  inside  and 
inquired  if  there  was  some  money  there  to  the  credit  of  Mrs. 
Mary  E.  Stevens  in  payment  of  a  life  insurance,  and  was  told 
that  there  was.  He  then  slated  that  she  was  in  town,  and 
would  be  in  before  tiie  close  of  banking  hours  to  get  the  money 
and  receipt  for  same. 

It  might  be  well  to  state  here  that  Mrs,  Stevens  had  pre- 
viously, about  a  week  before,  deposited  $100  in  the  Stock- 
growers*  Bank,  taking  a  certificate  of  deposit,  and  leaving  her 
signature  for  the  purpose,  and  with  the  intention,  no  Jonbt, 
of  preventing  any  trouble  about  identification  when  she  came 
to  draw  the  insurance  money,  which  she  evidently  thought 
would  be  sent  to  her  through  some  bank. 
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When  Daniel  Ste\'cns  went  into  the  bank  to  ask  about  the 
money.  Sheriff  McCarthy  and  Mr.  Btisby  were  sitting  in  the 
front  office,  where  they  could  watih  all  proceedings  and  hear 
all  that  was  said.  They  had  heeii  there  since  q  o'clock,  waiting 
for  the  game  to  walk  into  the  net,  conl'ident  that  they  would 
bag  them  before  the  day  was  over. 

When  Stevens  went  out  of  the  hank  he  followed  his  mother 
up  tile  street.  She  went  up  Santa  Fe  Avenue  as  far  as  Paid 
Wilson's  dry  goods  store  and  stepped  inside.  The  young  man 
walked  up  the  street  a  block  or  more,  e)'ing  everybody  he 
met  warily,  evidently  on  die  Umkotit  for  officers.  He  then 
walked  back  to  Mr.  Wilson's  store,  got  his  mother,  and 
Started  for  the  bank.  Just  alicad  of  llicni  was  Under-sheriEE 
Abbey,  who  did  not  look  as  though  he  could  icll  a  saint  from 
a  sinner,  whilst  just  behind  them  walked  Mr.  Hegg,  the 
Denver  detective;  across  the  street  was  Deputy  Sheriff  Barnes, 
and  ball  a  block  down  stood  Lawyer  Williams,  evidently  tak- 
ing in  An<lrcws  &  Deiiman's  show  of  carpets  and  hirniture. 
The  conspirators  were  surroiuided,  and  could  not  have  got 
away  had  they  desired. 

Mrs.  Stevens  and  her  son  walked  into  the  Stockgrowcrs' 
Bank  as  unconcerned  as  though  they  were  going  lo  a  meal. 
Mrs.  Stevens  was  clad  in  the  deepest  mourning,  and  the  man 
whose  death  she  wa.s  api>arently  grieving  over  walked  beside 
her  with  his  head  erect,  carrying  in  his  hand  an  empty  siitchcl, 
which  was  evidently  intended  to  receive  tht  long-expected 
$15,000. 

When  they  entered  the  bank  Mrs.  Stevens  drew  her  deposit 
check  (or  $100  from  her  pocket,  and  after  endorsing  it,  gave 
it  to  the  cashier,  who  handed  her  the  money,  and  &he  in  turn 
gave  the  money  to  her  son.  She  tlien  inquired  regarding  the 
insurance  money,  and  President  George  H.  Hohson  asked  her 
to  step  into  his  pn\'atc  office.  He  then  told  her  that  she  must 
receipt  tlie  origiiia!  policy  in  full  before  she  could  gel  the 
money.  She  expressed  her  willingness  to  do  so,  produced  the 
policy,  was  given  a  pen,  which  she  took  with  a  firm  band,  and 
receipted  the  policy  in  full,  which  she  handed  to  Mr.  Hobson, 
who  then  stepped  into  the  bank,  apparently  to  get  the  money 
for  her,  which  the  young  man  stood  ready  to  lug  off. 


Sheriff  McCarthy  and  Mr.  Busby  had  watched  the  whole 
proceeding  from  their  position  in  tlic  front  office,  and  at  this 
point  stepped  forward  and  passed  quickly  into  the  rear  office, 
McCarthy  presenting  his  pistol  as  he  entered,  remarking  lo 
Daniel  Stevens:  "I  am  the  sheriff  of  I'lieblo  County,  and  I 
arrest  you  on  a  charge  of  conspiracy,"  at  the  same  time  slip- 
ping a  pair  of  handcuffs  on  the  prisoner's  wrists.  Stevens 
offered  nu  resistance,  and  sank  down  intu  a  chair.  Mrs, 
Stevens  arose  as  if  to  leave,  hut  the  sherifF  remarked,  "  Sit 
down,  Madam:  I  want  you  also,"  and  she  sul  duwn.  In  the 
mean  time  I'nder-sheriff  Abbey.  Detective  Hegg.  Deputy 
Sheriff  Barnes,  Mr.  Williams  and  a  newspaper  reporter  had 
arrived  on  the  scene,  and  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  con- 
spirators to  resist  or  escape  would  have  resulted  vt-ry  seriously. 

A  carriage  was  promptly  called,  and  the  prisoners  were  taken 
to  the  county  jail,  where  they  were  confined  on  a  charge  of 
ccmspiracy  and  forgery,  with  a  prospect  of  a  long  term  in  the 
penitentiary  at  Canon  City.  Tlie  young  man  was  thai  asked 
his  name,  and  rcphcd  that  it  was  Hrooks,  but  his  mother  cor- 
recteil  him  prnmpily,  and  said  it  was  .Sievens-  I-tter, 
however,  she  made  a  partial  confession  lo  Sheriff  McCarthy 
and  Mr.  Rusby,  and  begged  the  latter  piteously  to  let  her  son 
escape,  even  going  so  far  as  to  offer  him  the  $ioo  she  had 
drawn  from  the  bank  if  he  would  do  so.  She  also  confessf^d 
that  their  real  names  were  Herbert  Brooks  and  Mrs.  Sarah  A, 
Brooks,  fomicrly  of  Silver  Cliff,  Colorado,  and  that  she  is 
Herbert's  own  motlier.  Parties  in  Pueblo  who  knew  them 
said  tliat  they  formerly  moved  in  good  society  at  the  Oiff, 
and  were  well  thought  of  there-  Mrs.  lirnoks  was  then  a 
woman  about  45  years  of  age,  and  apparently  nf  some  educa- 
tion and  rcfinctnent.  Yoimg  lirooks  was  about  25,  and  was 
a  finc-lookinjj  fellow. 

Mrs.  Urooks  claimed  that  she  was  led  into  this  trouble  by 
other  parties,  but  she  woidd  not  say  who  they  were.  There  is 
no  doubt  that  she  and  her  son  made  out  all  the  proofs  of 
death,  though  they  were  seemingly  sworn  to  before  f.  W. 
Krigcr,  a  notary  public  at  Lamar,  all  the  documents  bearing  the 
imprint  of  bis  seal.  A  physician  named  Lewis  was  made  to 
testify  that  be  attended  Daniel  Stevens,  alias  John  Morgan, 
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alias  Herbert  Brooks,  in  liis  sickness;  the  coroner  testified  to 
his  death,  the  undertaker  to  hh  biirial.  and  various  friends  to 
the  fact  that  they  knew  hitn  wlien  alive  and  saw  him  dead, 
ind  Mr.  Kriger,  who  is  a  well-known  lawyer  at  Lamar, 
apparently  took  the  acknowledgment*  of  all  these  people,  but 
his  signature  on  file  in  the  Secreiar)*  o(  State's  office  proved 
conclusively  that  all  the  documents  were  forgeries.  Hence 
the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Kriger's  seal  was  stolen  (or  the  occa- 
sion. 

FALSE  PERSONATION  OF  APPLICANT. 

False  impersonation  in  making  application  for  insurance, 
and  in  undei^oing  the  requisite  medical  examination,  is  a 
dangerous  (orrr  of  fraud.  Here,  both  agent  and  examiner 
may  be  innocent  victims  of  deception;  on  the  other  hand, 
both  may  W  in  rascally  collusion  with  other  parties  to  defraud 
the  agent's  company;  or,  again,  the  agent  may  conspire  with 
others  lo  deceive  the  examiner.  Mr.  Francis,  in  his  "  Annals," 
gives  an  account  of  the  earliest  known  inslance  of  such  decep- 
tion. Application  was  made  in  the  year  1780,  to  a  London 
office,  to  insure  the  life  of  a  lady  (or  i2,ooa  Her  health  was 
sound,  constitution  excellent,  references  satisfactory,  and  the 
policy  was  issued.  Within  six  months  a  claim  was  made  for 
the  money.  In  the  proofs  of  loss,  which  were  (oimd  to  be 
regular,  the  disease  was  certified  to  be  pulmonary  consump- 
tion. Thereupon,  directors  looked  grave  and  questioned  the 
secretary,  and  the  secretary  looked  rueful  and  questioned  the 
doctor.  Tliere  was  no  accounting  for  such  a  termination  of 
the  risV;  it  seemed  en  regie;  no  fraud  could  be  alleged,  and 
tlie  policy  was  paid.  Information  subsequently  given  to  the 
office,  however,  led  to  inquiry,  and  it  was  ascertained  that  one 
sister  being  an  incurable  invalid,  Ihe  other  personated  her  at 
the  assurance  office,  deceived  the  medical  examiner,  sent  in  the 
certificate  of  her  sister's  death,  and  obtained  the  money. 
Thereafter  she  disappeared,  and  no  thought  of  restitution  was 
entertained. 

To  lessen  the  risk  of  this  vicarious  portraiture,  this  imper- 
sonation mutaio  nomine,  the  companies  lay  more  stress  than 
formerly  upon  means  of  comparison  and  identification,  exacti- 


PRETENDED  DEATH.  « 

tude  in  height,  weight,  clieal  nicasurc.  complexion,  color  of 
eyes  and  hair,  and  personal  peculiarities.  Moreover,  they  em- 
ploy the  checks  .-ind  guards  o[  systematic  ins[H.-clion,  and  the 
machinery  of  detective  agencies.  Even  when  these  instrumen- 
talities are  at  fauh.  the  gamesters  frequently  defeat  tlieniaelves 
in  one  way  or  another.  In  a  case  reported  from  Montreal, 
for  example,  ccnain  creditors  of  a  consumptive,  named  La 
Ferricre.  were  anxious  to  reimburse  themselves  in  advance  of 
his  prospective  death.  A  healthy  substitute  was  provided  for 
examination,  and  policies  were  issued  by  three  h(e  companies 
to  the  amount  of  Sao,ooo.  These  policies  were  assigned  to 
the  creditors.  Within  a  monlh  after  the  payment  of  the  first 
premium  the  invalid  died,  a  little  too  hurriedly  for  the  success 
of  th^  game  of  the  conspirators.  The  proofs  of  loss  revealed 
the  nature  of  the  fraud,  and  the  companies  concerned  naturally 
and  properly  refused  to  be  victimized.  On  the  other  hand, 
in  a  case  reporte<l  from  Boston,  in  April,  1891,  the  rascals 
succeeded  in  swindling  the  New  York  Life  out  of  $2,000. 
The  particulars  as  published  showed  that  the  policy  had  been 
issued  two  years  before  to  a  citizen  of  Boston,  and  at  his 
death  the  mimey  was  paid  to  his  widow.  It  was  discovered 
that  the  man  himself  did  not  make  application  for  the  policy, 
being  a  consumptive,  and  that  another,  named  John  J.  King, 
personated  him  at  the  medical  examination  and  other  pre- 
liminaries to  the  issuance  of  the  policy.  King,  it  is  alleged, 
acted  throughout  in  conspiracy  with  the  wife  of  the  consump- 
tive, and  received  half  of  the  amount  of  the  policy  from  her. 
lATten  the  fraud  was  discovered,  a  warrant  was  issued  for  the 
arrest  of  King,  who  was  traced  to  tlie  house  of  his  brother 
in  Brooklyn,  where  he  was  captured. 


AMONG  THE  MOLLY  MAGUIRES. 

The  case  of  Catherine  White  against  the  United  Brethren 
Mutual  Aid  Society,  tried  before  Judge  Handley,  in  Scranton, 
Pa.,  in  1879.  brought  out  the  facts  in  an  attempt  tn  falsely 
personate  an  applicant.  In  1878.  Patrick  Waldron.  of  .Scran- 
ton, was  the  agent  in  that  dt>'  for  the  U.  B.  Mutual  Aid.  On 
the  16th  of  Aiigust,  187S.  he  forwarded  an  application  for  a 
$3,000  membership  on  one  Mary  White,  of  Scranton,  in  favor 
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of  her  sister  Catherine  While.  Dr.  Horace  Ladd  was  the 
examining  physician  for  the  Society  al  Scrantoii,  and  his  cer- 
tificate showed  the  applicant  to  be  a  woman  in  excellent  healtli 
aiid  a  first-class  risk.  Tiie  Society  issueJ  its  cirrlilicate  ol 
metnljorship  uii  the  application  for  benefit  to  the  aniount  of 
$3,000  in  favor  of  Calheriiie  White,  sister  of  Mary  Whito,  anil 
late  in  Novctiit)cr  notice  wa.s  received  tli.it  Mary  White  had 
died  on  the  22d  of  Nov<-inI)cr.  1878,  of  pneumonia,  .\boiit 
the  same  liuic  a  letter  was  rcccivt-d  from  Andrew  White,  the 
hjsbaiid  of  Mary  White,  giving  warning  that  tlic  transaction 
was  fraudulent,  that  neither  he  nor  his  wife  had  known  any- 
thing about  it,  that  his  wife  was  taken  sick  in  April.  1878.  had 
severe  hemorrhages  of  the  lungs  in  June,  1878,  and  died  of 
consumption.  The  Society  investig:Ued  the  case,  found  the 
facts  exactly  as  stated  by  Andrew  White,  and  thereupon  refused 
to  pay  the  claim,  and  disniisscti  the  agent. 

Catherine  White  brought  .suit  to  recover  the  $3,000.  At 
the  trial  Dr.  Horace  Lacid  swore  that  he  did  not  know  Mary 
White  nor  her  sister.  Catherine  White,  personally;  that  the 
woman  whom  he  exaniiTied  a?  Mary  White  was  at  ihe  time, 
August  15,  1878,  a  stout,  healthy,  robust  woman,  weighing 
not  less  than  146  pounds,  and  that  when  asked  to  sign  the 
application,  she  slated  that  she  could  not  write  her  name,  but 
made  her  mark.  Dr.  Cnnnetl  swore  that  as  early  as  June,  1878, 
he  was  called  to  attend  Mary  ^Vhite  professionally;  that  she 
during  thai  month  had  frequent  hemorrhages  of  the  hmgs, 
that  he  visited  her  at  least  eight  different  times  prior  to  August, 
1S78,  that  she  was  very  much  emaciated  and  would  not  have 
weighed  over  one  hundred  pounds,  and  that  he  prescribed  the 
rcmalics  usually  administered  in  pulmonary  consumption. 
Andrew  White  swore  that  his  wife,  Mar>'  White,  was  taken  ill 
in  April.  1878:  that  in  June,  1878,  she  became  dangerously 
ill,  had  hemorrhages  of  the  lungs  and  a  severe  cough,  that  they 
called  in  Dr.  Connell,  that  she  was  then  already  very  much 
reduced  in  ilesh  and  would  not  have  weighed  over  one  hundred 
poiuds,  that  his  wife  could  readily  write  her  name  and  never 
signed  by  making  her  mark,  and  that  neither  he  nor  his  wife 
knew  anything  of  the  insurance  on  her  life.  Three  of  the 
neighbors  swore  that  in  June,  1878,  they  were  several  times 
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called  in  to  Mr.  White '»  liou&c  on  account  o(  her  btcedinK  at 
Uic  lungs,  that  they  hourly  expected  her  death,  and  tliat  she 
was  so  reduced  that  she  would  not  have  weighed  over  one 
hundred  poumls. 

For  the  prosecution  Patrick  Waldron,  said  to  be  a  Molly 
Maguirc,  swore  that  the  Mary  White  who  <licd,  wife  of  An- 
drew White,  was  the  identical  woman  whom  he  took  to  I3r. 
Ladd's  office  and  had  examined.  A  pnlicc  officer  o(  Scranton. 
said  to  be  a  Molly  Magiiirc,  swore  that  he  saw  Patrick  Wal- 
dron  and  Mary  White,  the  identical  woman  who  died,  go  into 
Dr.  Ladd's  office  that  day  and  that  he  talked  with  them  on 
their  way.  Another  Iriiihman,  said  also  to  Iw  a  Molly  Magutrc. 
swore  to  the  same  tiling.  Dr.  Hagcrly  (a  Molly  Maguirc), 
ibe  attending  jdiysician.  swore  that  Nlary  Wliilc  died  ot  pneu- 
monia, and  not  u(  consumption.  After  this  exhibition  of 
Molly  Maguircism  there  was  no  resource  except  to  carry  the 
case  to  a  higher  court  beyond  the  baneful  infection  of  an 
atmosphere  of  perjury. 

THE  PERSONALITY  OF  A  YELLOW  I>OG. 

About  the  time  that  the  Belfast  conspirators  were  palming 
off  on  the  English  managers  of  an  American  life  insurance 
company  an  uninsurable  negro  for  an  insurable  Irishman,  as 
narrated  elsewhere  tu  this  volume,  a  gang  of  gamesters  in 
South  Carolina  had  a  yellow  dog  insured  under  t!ic  name  "  Jim 
Brown,"  prciumably  a  gentleman  of  tin:  colored  pcrauaaion. 

Tile  gyi'g  implicated  in  this  comedy,  as  well  as  in  other 
fraudulent  transactions,  uuiiibered  nineteen  persons,  black  and 
white.  For  a  considerable  period,  their  operations,  cr\idcly 
conducted  as  tliey  were,  resulted  successfully,  the  total  sums 
out  of  which  the  companies  had  been  swindled  amounting  to 
over  $100,000.  T\ie  leading  sinners  were  a  family  of  whites 
named  Bond.  Their  plan  was  to  insure  the  life  of  a  fictitious 
person,  then  tn  hire  lodging  rooms,  place  an  alleged  wife  in 
possession,  and  announce  to  the  neighborhood  that  her  hus- 
band was  dying.  Tlie  announcement  was  followed  by  Uic 
ne%vs  of  his  death.  Bodies  were  smuggled  from  the  Potter's 
Field,  secretly  conveyed  into  the  premises,  and  in  due  time 
buried  in  the  cemeteries.    Tlien  Uic  insurance  money  would  be 
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collected.  One  of  the  ISonds  was  a  physician,  another  was  an 
agent  of  the  insurance  conipajiies,  aiid  the  tliinl  acted  a.s  buyer 
of  the  corpses.  The  conspiracy  wa*^  finally  unearthed  hy  Pink- 
crtun  itctcctivcs  sent  lo  the  scene  of  action  by  the  Travelers 
Insurance  Company  of  Hartford  and  the  L'liited  States  Mutual 
Accident  Company  of  New  York.  Many  of  the  rascals  fled 
from  the  State  and  escaped.  The  case  which  led  to  discovery 
was  that  of  a  colored  person  named  Joseph  B.  Dudley,  who 
was  insured  in  two  accident  companies  in  the  sum  of  five 
thousand  dollars  eacJi.  In  the  process  of  investigatiou  a  con- 
fession was  obtained  from  trustworthy  parties  that  no  such 
person  as  Dudley  ever  lived,  and  that  the  corpse  alleged  to  be 
that  of  the  fictitious  Dudley  was  obtained  in  a  graveyard  for 
colored  people. 

Among  the  discoveries  made  by  the  detectives  was  that  con- 
cerning "Jim  Urown."  This  party  on  whose  life  the  amount 
of  a  policy  held  by  the  Bonds  and  their  agents,  prominently 
the  colored  woman,  Mary  Dudley,  was  paid  at  maturity,  turns 
out  to  have  heen  a  yfllou'  dog.  It  was  learned  that  one  and 
the  same  negro  corpse  was,  with  noteworthy  economy,  utilized 
five  times  in  making  up  proofs  of  loss  in  as  many  different 
cases  of  alleged  deaUi. 

If  any  one,  up  to  this  period,  thought  that  the  limit  of 
diabolical  ingenuity  had  been  reached,  he  nui^t  have  been 
surpriseil  to  leani  from  the  Bonds  tliat  the  harp-strings  were 
callable  of  being  attiuied  to  new  melodies.  They  showed  that 
even  the  element  of  facetiousness  may  be  successfully  intro- 
duced in  the  game.  They  demonstrated  that  for  practical 
purposes  a  yellow  dog  may  personate  a  man,  that  lie  may  be 
insured  as  a  man,  that  his  human  owners  may  have  an  insur- 
able interes^t  in  his  life,  and  that  when  the  dog  dies,  as  die  he 
must  and  will  under  such  circumstances,  the  beneficiaries  may 
present  a  valid  claim  which  the  insurance  companies  will  duly 
recognize  and  pay.  All  of  which  is.  in  one  sense,  extremely 
funny.  But  these  fun-loving  advcntnrers  extended  the  range 
of  their  profitable  amusement.  They  concluded  that  as  it  was 
troublesome  to  obtain  a  disinterred  corpse,  it  was  only  fair  that 
the  one  they  procured  should  reimburse  them  by  serving  five 
times  over  in  the  way  of  substitution  for  the  individuals,  or 
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rather  the  duiiitiiics.  that  had  been  insurcil  for  tliirir  1»nclit. 
The  funny  part  tor  thcni  and  the  serious  feature  f(ir  the  com- 
panies W3A  that  the  claims  thus  set  up  were  |aid  witliuul  quc^ 
tion  or  invcslijration. 

But  tlvc  comedy  came  to  an  untimely  end.  One  of  Pink- 
crton's  sternest  detectives,  Gustav  Frank,  appeared  on  the 
Kene  of  action  and  rang  the  curtain  dawn. 


A  GERMAN-AMERICAN  WIFE-MURDEKER. 
In  Octoher,  iK(;2,  Hugo  Wahler,  a  German,  30  years  of  age, 
and  his  wife  removed  from  Indianapolis  to  Toledo,  O.  In 
the  fnllowing  March  the  police  were  after  him  on  the  char^ 
of  poisoning  Mrs.  Wahler.  the  motive  being  collection  of  an 
insurance  amounting  to  $5,0oa  It  appears  that  May  Necse, 
a  domestic,  26  years  of  age,  was  engaged  to  do  housework 
for  them,  and  that  a  short  time  afterward  Mrs.  Wahler  pro- 
posed a  trip  to  Chicago  via  Detroit,  and  persuaded  Miss  Neese 
to  accompany  her.  At  Detroit  the  two  women  visited  the 
ofRce  of  the  Equitable  Ufc,  and  Mrs.  Wahler  persuaded  her 
companion  to  have  her  life  insured  for  $5,000.  She  also  in- 
duced the  girl  to  pass  herself  off  as  Mrs.  Hugo  Waliler  and 
the  policy  was  made  out  in  tliat  way.  Shortly  after,  the  family 
moved  to  South  Bend,  Ind.,  and  Miss  Neese  went  with  them. 
Suddenly  Miss  Neese  became  ill  and  complained  of  nausea 
with  painful  swelling  of  her  face.  She  suspected  that  she  was 
being  systematically  poisoned,  and  becoming  frightened,  left 
the  house,  and  went  to  Chicago.  Wahler  and  his  wife  returned 
to  Toledo  in  February.  Here  Mrs.  Wahler  was  taken  sick, 
the  symptoms  being  the  same  as  those  suffered  by  the  girt. 
On  the  night  of  February  20  Mrs.  WalUcr  died.  Mr.  Wahler 
notified  the  in.'iurance  officials  at  Detroit  of  his  wife's  death, 
enclosed  a  copy  of  the  death  certificate,  and  demanded  the 
$5,000  insurance  due  on  the  death  of  his  wife.  Insurance 
agents  went  to  Toledo  and  investigated  the  matter.  They  ex- 
amined (he  corpse  at  the  cemetery  vault,  and  were  astonished 
at  the  discovery  made.  It  was  not  that  of  the  woman  that 
was  insured  in  the  name  of  Mrs.  Wahler.  and  an  autopsy  of 
the  body  disclosetl  the  presence  of  strtxhninc  in  the  stomach. 
Wahler  suddenly  left  town,  and  made  his  escape. 
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SUBSTITUTION  OF  A  BODY  OR  PADDING. 

That  "  history  rci>eats  itself "  is  fri;c|iiciitly  shown  in  llic  sub- 
stitution of  another  body,  or  of  padding,  in  a  coffin,  at  the  time 
of  burial  There,  for  example,  was  Franz  Tomatschcck,  in 
Berlin,  in  1848,  who  had  been  heavily  in-iured,  and  who,  im- 
pelled by  irresistible  curiosity,  and  disguised  beyond  recogni- 
tion, attended  his  own  funeral.  But  when  the  police  were  put 
upon  the  trail,  and  disinterment  tonk  place,  the  contents  of 
the  cofHn  was  found  to  consist  of  stone  and  straw.  There 
was  the  case  in  1874,  of  Uhling,  a  Ntw  York  physician,  who 
was  convicted  of  an  attempt  to  swindle  a  local  life  company, 
and  sentenced  to  Sing  Sing,  where  he  served  out  his  term. 
He  certified  to  the  death  of  an  insured  womaji  and  the  com- 
pany wa.s  called  upfin  tor  payment,  but  suspicion  led  to  an 
examination,  and  it  was  disclosed  that  instead  of  a  dead  wnman 
there  were  a  hundred  and  odd  pounds  of  bricks  in  the  coffin 
for  the  death  of  the  contents  of  which  payment  was  demanded. 
In  another  case,  the  coffin  was  filled  with  i=aiid.  Tliis  occurred 
in  1880,  at  Fillmore,  a  village  in  Andrew  county,  Missouri. 
The  coffin  was  supposed  to  contain  the  remains  of  James 
Riggin,  and  was  exhumed  in  consequence  of  well-grounded 
suspicions  of  fraud.  Some  time  before,  Riggin  liad  insured  his 
life  for  the  benefit  of  his  aged  mother,  pnil  then  left  for  the 
West  Soon  afterward  his  brother-in-law  received  a  letter 
announcing  his  death,  at  iVorih  Platte,  and  going  thither,  he 
returned  with  the  coffin,  which  was  not  opened  because  of  the 
supposed  decayed  condition  of  the  remains.  Application  being 
made  for  the  insurance,  investigation  led  to  the  discovery  of 
the  sand,  and  exposure  of  an  intended  fraud.  Riggin  being 
Still  alive,  and  the  principal  agent  in  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  & 
life  insurance  company. 

A  case  which  merits  more  than  a  passing  notice,  is  that  of 

VIT.^L  DOUAT. 

One  of  the  most  remarkable  of  the  London  police  is  Ser- 
geant Dniscovitch.  No  one  looking  at  the  short,  blonde- 
mustached.  and  rather  dandified  young  man,  would  suspect 
him  of  being  the  cleverest  of  detectives.  He  speaks  any  num- 
ber of  languages,  and  is  therefore  nearly  always  sent  abroad 
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when  any  caw  occurs  in  a  non-English  spi-aking  cotintr)',  need- 
inff  tiic  services  of  an  IlnRlish  dctwrtivc.  In  Lundon  his  6}»o:ial 
work  is  among  (<;»reigncrs  whu  go  Uicrc  as  fugitives  from  jus- 
tice.    DruBcovitch  was  t-ngagcfl  to  work  up  this  case. 

In  1865  Vital  Douat.  a  Borileaux  wine  merchant,  itisunrd  hia 
life  to  tlic  amount  of  100,000  francs  in  one  of  the  insurance 
offices  o(  Paris,  after  wliicli  he  returned  to  his  place  of  busi- 
ness at  Bonlcaux.  Shortly  afterward  he  went  to  London,  in 
order  to  escape  the  consequence  of  a  fraudulent  bankniptcy. 
Some  time  later  his  wife,  clad  in  widow's  weeds,  presented  her- 
self at  the  insurance  office  with  the  legal  docunientar)-  proofs 
of  her  husband's  death.  Suspicion  was  aroused  in  the  minds 
of  the  insurance  officials  at  Paris,  the  money  was  not  paid,  anti 
the  case  was  forwarded  to  the  British  authorities  for  investiga- 
tion. Sergeant  Druscovitch  was  called  in.  and  succeeded  in 
ascertaining  the  following  extraordinary  facts:  Arriving  in 
London,  Douat  took  up  his  residence  at  Ford's  Hotel,  giving 
the  name  of  Roberti,  where,  after  remaining  foi  a  few  days,  he 
desired  a  French  waiter  at  the  hotel  to  tvrite  him  out  a  certi- 
licale  in  Knglish.  purporting  to  be  signed  by  Dr.  Critti,  to  the 
effect  that  one  V'ital  Douat  had  died  on  the  29th  of  November, 
1S65,  uf  aneurism  of  the  heart.  On  the  1st  of  December  this 
certificate  was  presented  to  the  register  of  deaths  at  Plaistow, 
by  Douat,  who  now  assumed  the  name  of  Bemardi,  and  the 
death  was  registered  in  the  usual  vvaj',  it  being  stated  that  the 
body  was  then  lying  at  No.  32  Ann  Street,  Plaistow.  On  the 
same  day  he  procured  a  certificate  from  the  n^stcr  of  deaths, 
and  thereupon  the  scxlnn  nf  St.  Patrick's  Cemetery,  Low  Lay- 
ton,  ordered  a  grave  to  be  dug.  Douat.  alias  Bernardi.  paid  the 
regulated  burial  fees  and  appointed  the  following  Sunday  for  the 
funeral.  Having  made  these  arrangements  he  then  went  to  an 
undertaker,  to  whom  he  gave  the  name  of  Rubini.  and  pur- 
chased a  full-sized  ready-made  coflTui,  in  which  he  caused  to  be 
placed  a  thick  lining  of  lead,  and  the  liandles  altered  from  the 
sides  to  tlie  ends  of  the  cotTui.  in  the  manner  usually  adopted 
in  France  and  otiicr  Continental  countries.  Douat  had  the 
coffin  conveyed  to  the  cemetery,  liimself  being  the  chief  and 
only  mourner.  The  coffin  and  supposed  body  were  taken  into 
the  chapel  of  the  cemetery,  where  the  burial  services  were  read 
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over  it  by  the  Rev,  Mr,  M'Quoid,  and  with  all  the  ceremonies 
ol  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  the  ostensible  remains  of  Douat 
were  consigned  to  the  earth.  The  whole  o(  these  circum- 
stances, which  in  themselves  were  highly  suspicious,  induced 
Sergeant  Druscovitch  to  apply  for  a  license  to  exhume  the 
cofEn  said  to  contain  the  body  oE  Vital  Douat.  This  having 
been  obtained,  StrKcant  Druacovitch  and  two  persons  who  were 
personaSly  acquainted  with  Douat  proceeded  to  the  cemetery. 
Upon  being  exhumed,  the  coffin  was  opened  in  the  presence 
of  the  officers  and  the  two  witnesses  who  had  attended  for  the 
purpose  of  identifying  the  body  of  Douat,  and  was  found 
empty.  The  whole  of  the  burial  was  a  sham.  The  weight  of 
the  supposed  body  of  Douat  had  been  made  up  for  by  the 
introductiim  of  an  additional  quantity  of  metal  to  the  lead 
lining. 

Upon  these  facts  a  warrant  was  granted  for  the  apprehetision 
of  Douat,  a  search  was  immediately  instituted  by  the  officers, 
and  the  result  was  that  they  discovered  the  delinquent  had 
taken  his  departure  for  America,  and  was  thus  beyond  the  pale 
of  English  law. 

Some  time  afterward  he  returned  to  Europe  and  went 
to  Antwerp,  where,  in  November  1866.  he  was  arraigned 
before  the  Criminal  Court  for  attempting  to  obtain  sums 
of  money  from  insurance  companies  by  setting  tire  to  goods  he 
had  insured  at  high  rates.  Two  barrels  of  tar,  and  the  dibris 
of  cases  which  cont^ned  resin,  chips,  alcohol,  powder,  and 
charcoal,  were  produced  in  court  An  Antwerp  undervvriler 
had  insured  this  property  for  $24,000  against  sea  risks.  Tlie 
prisoner  represented  that  the  cases  and  barrels  contained  laces 
and  clocks  valued  at  $50,000,  for  which  he  produced  invoices. 
The  cases,  h<iwever,  ignited  in  the  quay  before  they  were 
shipped  on  board  tlie  Duc-dc-Brabant,  the  ship  chartered  to 
convey  the  cargo.  Ttie  jury,  after  a  lengthy  trial,  found  the 
prisoner  guilty,  and  sentence  of  death  was  passed  on  him;  but 
the  French  government  claimed  him  under  its  Extradition 
Act,  and  he  was  handed  over  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  tribunals 
of  that  country  for  his  fraudulent  bankruptcy  and  also  for  his 
attempted  fraud  on  the  Paris  life-insurance  office. 

For  the  latter  ofTencc  he  was  tried,  found  guilty,  and  sen- 
tenced to  penal  servitude. 
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THE  OHIO  BROOM-CORN  CASE. 

Toward  the  close  of  the  year  1866,  a  plot  was  contrived  to 
rob  two  or  three  life  companies  by  a  gang  at  Eaton.  Preble 
County,  Ohio,  composed  of  B.  M.  Baicliclor,  an  apolbecary 
and  lixral  insurance  agent;  William  Abbott,  a  class  leader  and 
mayor  of  Eaton;  Dr.  N.  S.  Ricliardson,  who,  on  a  previous 
occasion,  Itad  successfully  swindled  a  life  company  out  of 
$4,ocx>,  and  his  brutlicr  P'ranfc,  who  livc<l  near  Lebanon,  'fhcsc 
confederated  scamps  invented  a  hctitious  personage  whom  they 
named  W.  T.  McFadden.  'Iliis  dummy,  personated  by  the 
pious  Abbott,  was  insured  for  a  large  amount,  and  when  the 
plan  was  fully  matured,  managed  to  die  on  Christmas-eve  of 
cholera,  conveniently  introduced  at  tliat  unusual  season  because 
of  tlie  rapidly  fatal  collapse  incident  to  the  Asiatic  malady. 
This  part  of  the  tragic  farce  was  enacted  in  Prank  Ricliardson'a 
house  in  Lebanon.  His  wife,  innocent  soul,  had  been  conve- 
niently sent  to  visit  her  own  people,  that  the  coast  might  be 
entirely  clear  for  the  conspirators.  Frank  called  at  an  under- 
taker's, and  ordered  a  coffin  for  "  a  gentleman  who  had  died  at 
his  house  of  cholera."  Tliencc  he  went  to  the  telegraph  office 
and  dispatched  this  message  to  Eaton,  in  care  of  Batchelor: 

'■  Mrs.  SaRaK  McFadden  :  Your  hosband  died  here  this  morning. 
Answer." 

Hasty  preparations  were  made  for  departure  with  the  corpse 
to  Eaton,  where  it  was  deemed  advisable  to  have  an  immediate 
funeral.  Chloride  of  lime  was  freely  sprhikled  about  the  prem- 
ises and  cautious  avoidance  was  enjoined  upon  the  neighbors. 
The  coffin-lid  was  screwed  down,  and  the  mournful  satisfaction 
of  gazing  upon  the  remains  was  denied.  The  only  assistance 
solicited  was  to  lift  the  coffin  into  a  wagon  early  on  the  follow- 
ing morning,  which  was  done  by  friends  and  neighbors  cheer- 
fully, but  not  without  a  twinge  of  suspicion  of  foul  play.  The 
Richardson  brothers — there  were  four  of  them — were  all 
clouded  with  a  bad  rqiutalinn.  If  they  had  home  a  Iwlter 
character,  the  good  people  of  the  vicinity  would  not  have  sus- 
pected criminal  taint,  even  under  such  strange  and  singular 
circumstances.  But  after  the  wagon  had  been  driven  off  they 
freely  discussed  among  themselves  these  unusual  proceedings, 
and  the  more  they  compared  notes,  tlie  more  they  became  con- 
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vinccH  that  the  interference  of  the  legal  authorities  was  de- 
manded Accordingly,  Dr.  H.  White,  the  coroner,  started  in 
pursuit  t»  CarUsIc  Station,  whither  [-rank  had  said  he  intended 
lo  lake  the  body  for  shipment  to  Eaton.  Arriving  at  Carlisle, 
the  coroner  failed  to  obtain  any  tidings  whatever  of  the  funeral 
party,  and  the  suspicion  that  a  very  serious  crime  had  been 
committed  was  strengthened  hour  by  hour.  Frank  Richard- 
son's house  was  searched  by  an  e-tger  crowd;  ofticers  were  dis- 
patched to  liaton,  and  telegrams  from  the  latter  place  disclosed 
the  fact  that  no  man  of  the  name  of  W.  T.  McFaddcn  had 
ever  lived  there,  though,  to  complicate  matters,  a  woman  called 
Sarah  McKaddcn.  professing  to  have  a  husband  named  W.  T.. 
had  spent  some  weeks  in  Eaton,  shortly  before,  but  had  gone 
away,  no  one  knew  whither. 

Frank  Richardson  tumotl  up  at  Winchester,  near  Eaton, 
where  he  was  met  by  a  hearse  and  a  carriage  containing  two 
women  closely  veiled.  The  coffin  was  transferred  to  the  hearse, 
and  the  Htttc  procession  proceeded  on  its  way  with  the  solem- 
nity befitting  a  funeral  occasion.  The  movement  was  timed  so 
as  to  reach  the  churchyard  at  midnight  Dr.  Richardson,  in 
order  that  his  "  dear  friend  Mac."  might  have  the  full  benefit 
of  Christian  burial,  had  engaged  the  attendance  at  the  grave  of 
his  beloved  pastor,  and  at  his  special  request  the  clergyman 
delivered  a  brief  discourse  upon  the  uncertainty  of  life.  Dr. 
Richardson  was  a  member  of  the  church,  and,  though  not  in 
good  standing,  was  recognized  as  such. 

ITiis  dramatic  scene  occurred  on  the  night  of  December  25, 
1866.  Early  the  next  morning  the  Lebanon  officials  arrested 
the  actors  who  had  thus  devised  and  performed  their  parts  in 
the  midnight  burial.  They  then  endeavored  to  employ  the 
sexton  in  the  work  of  disinterment,  but  found  that  personage 
rather  shaky.  He  had  had  the  cholera  once,  and  he  was  "  afeard 
of  it;"  "the  blamed  thing."  said  he,  "smelt  powerful  bad  last 
night,"  and  its  disturbance,  in  his  view,  would  be  attended  with 
dangerous  consequences.  A  greenback,  however,  overpowered 
his  resistance,  and,  swallowing  his  aversion,  he  went  vigorously 
to  work.  The  grave  was  opened  and  the  coffin  was  raised,  but 
on  lifting  the  lid  the  searchers  found,  not  a  body,  but  a  few 
sacks  filled  with  brQom<om  seed. 


PRETENDED  DEATH. 


Upon  this  uncxpci:ted  <liscoveo'  the  two  Richardsoaa  and 
Batchclor  were  taken  to  jail,  lite  other  conspirators  escaped, 
the  woman  rctumioK  to  Cincinnati,  where  she  w^s  a  notorious 
cyprian,  and.  as  Abbott,  the  pers'mator  of  McFatlden,  was 
declared  to, be  dead,  and  as  there  is  no  warrant  of  autliority  to 
arrest  a  man  for  being  dead,  the  scamp  was  allowed  to  go 
UDDPticed. 

A  TRICK  THAT  DID  NOT  SUCCEED. 

In  the  month  of  July,  1865,  tlic  body  of  a  dead  woman,  in 
an  atlvanceil  stage  of  decomposition,  was  discovered  in  a  field 
adjoining  the  town  of  Richmond,  Indiana.  A  coroner's  jury 
was  at  once  impanelled,  and  the  evidence  taken  before  it  went 
to  show  that  it  was  the  body  of  Mrs.  Mary  Davis,  wife  of  John 
B.  Davis,  a  shoemaker  who  resided  in  Richmond.  Mrs.  Davis 
had  been  missing  from  home  for  some  time,  and  could  not  be 
found.  The  clothing  upon  the  dead  body  was  recognized  as 
that  of  Mrs.  Davis.  The  decayed  condition  of  the  body  was 
such  that  it  could  not  he  determined  whether  or  not  there  were 
external  evidences  of  violence  upon  it,  but  it  was  generally 
conceded  thai  she  had  been  murxicred. 

It  sut>scqucnt]y  appeared  that  Mrs.  Davis  was  insured  in  the 
C>m)ccticut  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  for  $2.5cx),  and 
in  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Company  for  $3,000.  IVoofs 
of  death,  based  upon  tlic  evidence  brought  before  the  coroner, 
were  furnished  10  each  company,  and  the  New  York  Ufe 
paid  the  amount  of  its  policy  to  the  guardian  of  Mrs.  Davis' 
children.  The  Connecticut  Mutual  would  not  pay  on  the  evi- 
dence of  death  produced,  and  suit  was  brought  to  recover  the 
amount.  The  company  instituted  a  thorough  investigation  of 
the  case,  and  was  soon  able  to  expose  what  proved  to  be  a 
conspiracy  to  defraud.  The  missing  Mrs.  Davis  was  hunted 
down,  and  found  living  in  the  town  of  Greensburg,  Westmore- 
land County,  Pennsylvania. 

Affidavits,  one  of  a  photographer  who  sent  with  it  a  photo- 
graph of  the  woman;  one  of  a  physician  who  had  Vnown  her 
ntany  years,  and  who  saw  and  conversed  with  her  at  the  date 
of  his  affidavit:  and  one  of  the  identical  Mary  herself,  dated 
Januar>'  7.  1867,  were  filed  in  court  by  the  company,  where- 
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upon  the  suit  was  discontinued.  The  New  York  Life  at  once 
brought  suit  against  the  guardiiui  fur  ihe  amount  of  insurance 
paid  to  him  under  their  policy,  and  recovered  the  amount  less 
court  cliarges,  and  an  a]lo%vaiife  to  the  guardiaji,  who  had 
acted  in  good  faith. 

Mr.  Davis  had  rejoined  his  wife  in  Pennsylvania,  and,  when 
found,  both  were  preparing  to  gn  South  as  soon  as  the  money 
on  the  Connecticut  Mutual  pohcy  was  iiaid  to  llieni.  Luckily 
for  tJic  New  York  Life,  the  money  paid  by  that  company  went 
into  the  hands  of  a  guardian,  instead  of  into  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Davis,  who  was  the  principal  party  to  the  conspiracy,  beyond  a 
doubt 

THE  RADLOFF  CONSPtR.\CY. 

On  the  morning  of  the  i6th  of  April,  1892,  the  house  of 
William  Radtofif,  situated  about  four  miles  north  of  Seattle, 
Wash.,  in  the  woods,  and  remote  from  ndghbors,  was  found 
to  have  been  burned  to  the  ground.  In  the  ruins  were  the 
charred  remains  of  a  man.  The  natural  inference  on  the  part 
of  the  neighbors  was  tliat  Radloff,  who  had  been  sleeping  there 
alone  more  than  a  week,  had  perished. 

Radloff  was  a  German.  28  years  old,  and  had  married  two 
or  three  years  before  an  American  wife  with  whom  he  had  not 
been  happy.  For  three  or  four  months  a  handsome  young 
Austrian,  Louis  Koslrauch,  lived  with  the  family  and  was  on 
verj-  good  terms  with  the  wife.  At  the  time  of  the  fire  she 
and  her  baby  were  visiting  her  parents  near  Tacoma.  Kos- 
trauch  was  also  absent,  and  tlie  authorities  jumped  to  the  con- 
clusion that  Kostrauch  had  murdered  Radloff  in  order  that 
Mrs.  Radloff  might  be  free  to  marry  him. 

Kostrauch  was  arrested.  In  his  possession  were  found  a 
love-letter  from  Mrs.  Kadloflf  and  a  money  order  made  out  for 
her  by  her  husband.  Kostrauch  was  at  first  reticent  and  tlcnied 
having  talked  with  Radloff  the  day  before  the  fire.  At  last  he 
said  that  perhaps  he  might  tell  what  he  knew  if  he  were  assured 
tliat  he  would  not  be  hanged.  The  police  were  convinced  that 
they  had  the  criminal  in  their  hands  and  searched  no  further. 

The  case  was  then  complicated  by  the  discovery  that  within 
two  months  Radloff  had  taken  out  $55,000  life  insurance.  $20,- 
000  in  the  New  York   Life.  $20,000  in  the  Equitable,  and 
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$15,000  in  the  Mutual  Life.  The  insurance  men  inclined  to 
the  belief  that  Radluff  was  nut  dead,  but  had  entered  into  a 
conspiracy  to  defraud  tlic  campaiues. 

A  cemetery,  near  tlic  RadloIT  bouse,  was  examined,  and  evi- 
<lcncc  wa.s  obtained  that  the  body  in  tlic  ruins  had  been  taken 
from  one  of  the  graves  there.  The  chain  of  proof  was  so  com- 
plete that  at  the  in(|uest  the  whole  story  came  out  by  Kos- 
trauch's  confession. 

Kostrauch  said  that  he  and  RadJoflF  and  Mrs.  Radloff  planned 
the  whole  affair.  Radloff  on  March  9  apphcd  for  insurance  in 
tlie  three  companies  named,  an<l  wa.s  passed  by  the  physician 
as  a  first-dass  risk.  In  the  Mutual  Life  he  paid  an  annual 
premium  on  his  policy,  and  in  the  two  others  he  arranged  to 
have  tlic  payments  made  quarterly.  In  each  case  he  made  pay- 
ment within  two  weeks  of  the  lire.  The  amotmt  of  the  insur- 
ance v.'ss  considered  by  the  agents  as  rather  remarkable,  but 
Radloff,  who  had  lived  in  this  country  for  over  eight  years, 
had  made  a  snug  fortune  in  real  estate,  and  also  professed  to 
have  a  steady  income  from  family  estates  at  Mecklenburg,  in 
tlic  old  country.  He  said  his  wife  had  consulted  a  furtunr- 
tcllcr,  who  hud  predicted  his  death,  and  he  had  taken  out  the 
life  insurance  to  allay  her  nervousness, 

A  few  days  after  the  medical  examiners  had  passed  him, 
and  the  applications  had  been  sent  to  the  home  offices  for 
acceptance,  RadlofT  and  Kostrauch  went  by  night  to  the  ceme- 
tery and  dug  up  tlie  body  of  R.  D.  Lcwin,  a  neighbor  of  about 
the  same  age  as  RadtofF,  who  had  died  of  consumption  on 
February  17.  They  took  out  the  cofTui,  but  left  the  wooden 
box  that  had  enclosed  it.  The  coffin  with  tlie  body  was  buried 
again  in  the  chicken  yard  near  Radloff's  house.  Tlien  the 
conspirators  waited  for  the  insurance  policies.  When  they 
were  received  and  everything  was  ready,  Mrs.  Radloff  was 
sent  away  to  her  parents,  and  Radloff  and  Kostrauch  dug  up 
the  body,  stripped  it,  and  put  a  pair  of  RadlofTs  old  trousers 
on  it  and  laid  it  in  Radloff's  bed.  Tlien  they  filled  the  room 
with  shavings,  poured  coal  oil  all  about  the  house,  placed  an 
axe  near  the  bed,  and  set  two  lighted  candles  in  the  midst  of 
the  inflammable  materials. 

The  candles  burned  down  in  about  three  hours,  and  the  men, 
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who  hid  by  this  time  got  well  away  from  the  scene,  saw  the 
flanies  Itgtit  up  the  sky.  Radloff,  as  was  afterward  learned, 
started  tlic  same  night  for  San  Francisco,  but  Kostrauch 
remained  behind.  He  played  a  clever  part  after  his  arrest, 
hoping  to  be  considered  a  murderer  and  to  divert  tite  officers 
so  that  no  description  of  Radloff  would  be  telegiaphcd  abroad. 
He  was,  however,  prepared  to  prove  an  alibi  later. 

The  grave  of  Lewin  was  found  empty  and  ilie  handles  o( 
the  coffin  were  picked  up  in  the  niins  of  I^dlofTs  house.  Mrs. 
Radloff  denied  any  knowledge  of  the  conspiracy,  though 
Kostraueh  says  they  were  all  to  meet  in  Germany,  and  enjoy 
the  life-insurance  money. 

A  few  days  after  these  revelations  another  sensational  phase 
in  the  case  was  developed  in  tlie  arrest  of  Dr.  Frank  R,  Ballard, 
of  Fremont,  a  suburb  of  Seattle.  Tlte  arrest  was  made  on  the 
confession  of  Mrs.  Radloff,  partly  through  fear  of  Radloff,  on 
account  of  Ballard's  intimacy  with  her.  Ballard  entered  into  a 
plot  with  Kadloff  and  Kostrauch  to  defraud  the  life-insurance 
companies  out  of  $55,ooa  It  was  arranged  diat  Ballard  would 
swear  that  the  cadaver  found  in  the  burned  ruins  of  the  RadlofF 
house  was  William  Radloff's  body.  Tliis  be  did.  He  was 
also  to  assist  Mrs.  Radloff,  who  was  to  remain  at  Seattle,  in 
collecting  the  insurance  from  the  life  companies.  For  hi» 
aid  he  was  to  receive  $10^000.  The  police  were  already  on  the 
track  of  Radloff,  and  soon  had  him,  as  well  as  the  rest  of  the 
gang,  in  custody. 


A  BELGIAN  MONSTER. 

The  case  of  a  Belgian  murderer,  dating  back  lo  1888,  fur- 
nishes a  remarkable  instance  of  false  personation  and  of  subse- 
quent substitution  of  a  body.  A  man  styling  himself  Hoyos 
FigUL-  (the  latter  being  the  name  of  his  mistress)  applied  to 
the  Phenix  Company,  Paris,  to  insure  for  100,000  francs  a 
cousin,  Hippolyte  Hoyos,  a  commercial  traveller.  Tlie  com- 
pany requiring  a  medical  examination,  he  suggested  that  as 
his  cousin  was  rarely  in  Paris  he  might  be  examined  at  Chartres. 
This  was  done,  but  Hoyos  personated  his  supposed  cousin. 
Shortly  after,  a  dead  body  was  discovered  in  the  wood  at 
Chantilly,  and  was  identified  by  Hoyos  as  that  of  his  cousin. 
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It  turaed  out  that  Hoyos  enticed  to  CliantUly  a  wori<nian  in 
his  euiploymetit,  named  Louis  Baron,  a  Belgian,  and  mur- 
dered him.  Hnyo*  was  arrt'stt-d  on  suspicion  at  Valenciennes, 
and  tlie  body  cxliunicd.  I'lic  clothes  were  recognized  as  liav- 
tng  formerly  hcen  worn  by  Hoyoa,  who  is  believed,  thcretorc, 
to  have  given  tJicin  to  the  victim.  The  body  waa  found  an  the 
nilway,  and  a  train  had  gone  over  one  leg.  Tlus  was  appar- 
■ently  arranged,  because  Baron  limped,  in  order  tliat  tlic  mal- 
formaiion  of  the  leg  might  not  be  detected.  The  body  of  the 
man  nmrdcrt-d  at  Chantiliy  waa  admitted  by  Hoyos  to  b«  that 
of  his  workman  Baron.  Hoyos,  however,  denied  that  he  mur- 
dered htm,  and  he  at  first  pretended  that  he  had  never  been 
at  Cliantilly,  but,  on  a  publican  identifying  him  as  a  customer, 
he  acknowledged  liaving  visited  the  vtllag:c.  Besides  the  insur- 
ance for  100,000  francs,  he  had  added  to  it  in  another  ofSce 
80.000  francs. 

Such  was  the  report  as  first  pubhshcd.  It  afterward  appeared 
that  instead  of  substituting  a  murdered  body  for  the  living 
body  of  his  cousin,  he  change«l  his  plans.  He  had  his  own 
life  insured  in  various  offices  for  250,000  francs,  and  as  Louis 
Baron  bore  a  strong  personal  resemblance  to  himself,  he 
selected  him  as  a  victim,  as  state<l.  but  with  the  change  in  his 
puipose,  the  body  of  Baron  was  made  to  pose  as  his  own. 
He  dressed  the  body  with  his  own  clothes,  left  in  the  pockets 
various  documents  belonging  to  himself  (Hoyos),  and  a  will 
(h-awn  up  by  the  murderer  leaving  everything  10  Louis  Baron. 
The  victim  was  buried  as  Hoyos,  and  then  Hoyos,  under  the 
name  of  Baron,  attempted  to  colteet  the  insurance  money. 
Fortunately,  he  did  not  prove  as  effective  an  actor  as  a  mur- 
derer, and  suspicion  having  been  aroused,  Hoyos  was  arrested, 
and  taken  to  Chantilty  for  triaL 

The  revelations  of  his  previous  career  that  then  ensued  were 
startling.  Fourteen  years  before,  the  desperado  insured  his 
wife's  life  for  $2o,ooa  A  few  weeks  afterward  she  was  killed 
by  a  horse's  kick,  Hoyos  saiil,  but  it  was  proved  that  he  had 
just  previously  bought  a  horseshoe  and  fastened  it  to  the  end 
of  a  mallet.  He  was  a  man  of  enormous  physical  strenglh, 
and  there  is  httlc  reason  to  doubt  that  he  killed  the  woman  with 
the  strange  weapon.  But  Hoyos  was  acquitted  in  the  absence 
of  actual  proof. 
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The  following  year  he  killed  a  Belgian  judge,  but  again 
escaped  piinishniciit  owing  to  imperfect  evidence.  After  a 
term  of  imprisonment  for  forgery  he  went  to  France,  where 
for  years  he  led  a  mysterious  life,  constantly  changing  his 
name.  In  J885  he  returned  to  Belgium,  was  convicted  of 
swindling,  and  sent  to  prison  for  two  years.  At  the  expira- 
tion of  his  sentence  he  returned  to  Paris  willi  a  young  woman 
whom  he  had  persuaded  to  elope  with  him.  He  ill-used  and 
finally  deserted  the  girl,  and  then  he  became  a  land  steward, 
and  was  dismissed  for  attempting  to  strangle  the  gamekeeper. 


A  HUNGARIAN  ASSASSIN. 

Somewhat  similar  to  the  procedure  of  Hoyos  was  that  of  a 
cattle  dealer  named  Grunbauni  living  at  Neusohl,  in  Hungary, 
who  disappeared  from  view.  As  he  was  known  to  be  in  fair 
circumstances  and  good  health,  it  was  naturally  apprehended 
that  he  had  fallen  a  victim  to  foul  play,  and  a  diligent  search 
was  instituted.  Tlie  result  was  that  in  a  wood  not  far  from 
the  town  a  mutilated  corpse  was  found,  in  the  pockets  of  the 
clothes  of  which  were  letters  addressed  to  Gnmbaiim.  and 
which  was  at  once  recognized  by  Grunbaum's  wife  as  the  body 
of  her  husband.  Not  very  long  before  his  disappearance 
Gnmbaum  had  insured  his  life  to  the  amount  of  10,000  florins 
in  one  office  and  5,000  florins  in  another  in  the  city  of  Peslh. 
Soon  after  the  funeral,  in  fact,  in  tjuite  indecent  hasle,  these 
sums  were  claimed  by  his  widow,  to  whom  everything  was 
left  by  the  will  of  the  deceased.  Before  the  policies  were  paid, 
however,  the  suspicions  of  one  of  the  offices  were  excited  by 
some  chance;  inquiries  were  made,  and  finally  it  was  discovered 
tliat  Gnmbaum  was  still  alive.  He  was  at  once  arrested;  and 
it  was  discovered  that  he  himself  murdered  a  stranger  he  met 
in  the  wood  where  tlic  body  was  found,  dressed  the  corpse  in 
his  clothes,  putting  on  himself  those  of  the  dead  man,  and 
placed  his  letters  in  the  pockets  of  his  victim.  His  wife  was 
to  draw  the  policies  payable  on  the  death  of  her  husband,  and 
tlie  two  then  intended  to  emigrate  under  another  name  to 
America. 
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A   DOUBLE  IMPERSONATION. 

In  a  recent  case  reported  froin  Nciv  York  city,  an  alleged 
u*ife  failed  tu  ol>tain  a  rectimmendatiun  from  a  suspicious  ex* 
amincr  of  a  prominent  company.  On  the  principle  "  if  al  first 
you  don't  succeed,  try.  try  again,"  tlie  husband  undcrt<»uk  to 
impose  another  »-oman  on  another  company,  and  this  time  he 
Bticccedcd.  It  appears  that  in  the  early  part  of  May.  1895.  a 
woman  who  gave  her  name  as  Mrs.  Annie  Silverman,  and  said 
she  was  the  wife  of  Wolf  Silvennan,  of  Brooino  street,  calletl 
on  iJr.  George  E.  Steel,  medical  examiner  for  the  New  York 
Ufc  Insurance  Company.  She  wished,  to  4ake  out  a  policy  of 
insurance  and  asked  the  doctor  to  make  the  usual  medical 
examination.  He  did  so,  and  found  her  to  be  a  strong,  healthy 
woman.  She  was,  in  fact,  in  such  excellent  physical  condition 
that  the  most  careful  instirance  company  would  have  readily 
yteti  her  as  a  risk.  Dr.  Steel,  however,  notwithstanding 
!ic  satisfactory  medical  test  she  had  undergone,  was  not  satis- 
fied with  appearances.  For  one  thing,  she  told  the  doctor 
she  was  of  German  nationality,  when  she  was  obviously  Iri.<ih, 
and  tlicre  were  otIiL-r  tilings  tliat  confirtiied  hts  unfavorable 
impressions,  and  hence  he  advised  rejection. 

A  few  days  later  Wolf  Silverman,  accompanied  by  a  woman 
who,  he  alleged,  was  his  wife,  visited  the  office  of  the  Empire 
Life  Insurance  Company,  fonnt-rly  the  Home  Benefit,  and 
negotiated  for  an  insurance  upon  her  life.  Everything  was 
apparently  regular,  am!  on  May  [3  a  jwhcy  for  $3,000  upon  the 
life  of  Mrs.  Annie  Silverman  was  issu«l.  On  June  29,  after 
a  lapse  of  only  fort)--six  days.  Silverman  informed  the  com- 
pany that  his  wife  had  died,  and  made  a  claim  for  the  insur- 
ance money.  That  so  healthy  a  woman  as  tlie  presumed  Mrs. 
Silverman  should  die  so  soon  after  being  insured  naturally 
created  doubts  in  the  minds  of  the  Empire  officials,  and  in  the 
course  of  intjuiry  into  the  historj-  of  the  case,  they  consulted 
Dr.  Steel.  Comparisons  failed  to  point  to  any  resemblance 
between  the  woman  Dr.  Steel  exaininwl  and  the  one  who 
accompanied  Wolf  Silverman  to  the  Empire  Life  office.  There- 
upon the  latter  company  contested  Silverman's  claim,  and 
through  its  attorneys  obtained  an  order  for  the  taking  up  of 
the  body.    On  behalf  of  Sitvermaa  tui  injunction  to  restrain 
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digging  up  the  body  was  secured.  The  attorneys  for  the  com- 
pany, however,  persisted  in  their  efforts  to  have  the  body  taken 
up.  and  e%'cnttially  succeeded  in  having  Silverman's  injunction 
set  aside.  When  the  cxhuniation  took  place,  it  was  discov- 
ered that  tlie  body  which  had  been  buried  was  not  thai  of 
either  of  tlie  women  who  had  previously  figured  as  WoH  Sil- 
verman's wife.  But  while  there  seemed  to  be  iittle  room  for 
doubt  that  a  deliberate  attempt  to  deceive  had  been  made,  there 
was  no  ground  (or  suspecting  that  the  woman  whose  body 
was  exhumed  met  her  death  by  foul  play.  The  probable  view 
is  that  Silvenuan's  legitimate  wife  was  attacked  by  serious  ill- 
ness, and  he,  knowing  that  ivo  insurance  company  would  accept 
her  in  that  conditioo,  had  her  falsely  impersonated  by  some 
one  else. 

AN  EAST  INDIAN  TRICK. 

In  October.  1S95,  a  Brahmin  named  Rajkisto  Giatterji  was 
charged  in  the  Police  Court  at  Calcutta  wilh  having  defrauded 
the  Oriental  Life  Assurance  Company  of  Rs.  16,000,  and  with 
having  committed  forgerj*  (or  that  purpose.  It  ap])ears  tliat 
about  two  years  ago  accused,  who  gave  his  name  as  Susti 
Dass  Roy,  insured  his  life  in  the  company  for  the  sum  men- 
tioned. After  premiums  had  been  paid  on  the  policy  for 
twelve  months  Jogabandu  Roy.  a  well-to-do  Bengali,  residing 
in  Ballyganj,  addressed  a  letter  to  tlie  Bengal  representatives  of 
the  Oriental  Life,  informing  thein  that  Susti  Dass  Roy  was 
dead,  that  deceased  had  assigned  the  policy  to  him,  and  asked 
that  arrangements  should  be  made  for  tlie  payment  of  the 
amount  due.  The  letter  was  accompanied  by  a  certificate  from 
a  native  doctor  named  Rultikanta  Ghose,  who  testified  to  hav- 
ing attended  Susti  Dass  Roy  (giving  the  address  of  the  house 
of  tlie  supposed  decea.setl)  for  two  months,  and  to  being  wilh 
him  when  he  died.  Jogabandu  also  sent  a  certificate  o(  iden- 
tity of  the  supposed  deceased.  Some  time  afterwards  it  was 
discovered  that  the  Susti  Dass  Roy  who  had  insured  his  life, 
and  was  supposed  to  be  dead,  was  still  alive,  that  his  real  name 
was  Rajkisto  Chattcrji,  and  that,  in  collusion  wilh  the  other 
Babu  and  the  native  doctor,  the  fraud  had  been  perpetrated. 
A  warrant  was  tliereupon  applied  for,  and  after  seven  months 
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ihe  supposed  Susti  Dass  Roy  was  arrested  at  Elawali  in  the 
North-West  Provinces.  Tlic  prisoner  ideatled  guUty,  and  after 
formal  cvkleiice  liati  l>ceii  rL'cordcd  hi-  was  remanded.  After- 
wards warrants  were  obtained  fur  the  arrest  of  Jogabandu  Roy 
and  Dr.  Kuttikanta  Ciliusc. 


UNSUCCESSKUI-  "COUNTRRI'KiT  PRESENTMENT." 

Tn  February.  1889.  old  Mr.  O'Brien,  a  quiet  and  retired 
citizen  of  Mahanoy  City,  Pa,,  became  8u  ill  that  he  was  not 
expected  to  live.  His  son,  wbo  was  a  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
and  Ihe  [alters  friend  Pat  Foley,  who  was  a  constable,  thought 
that  this  was  an  opportunity  which  ought  to  be  improved.  To 
obtain  insurance  they  hired  a  man  named  Gallagher  to  per- 
sonate Mr.  O'Brien  for  the  medical  examination.  Dr.  H.  A. 
Klock  passed  Gallagher  under  the  name  of  O'Brien  as  an 
acceptable  risk  in  the  Prudential  Mutual  Aid  Association.  Dr. 
Klock  was  not  deceived  by  the  false  personation,  inasmuch 
as  he  was  a  party  to  the  intended  fraud.  Fictitious  proofs  of 
loss  were  submittc<l  to  the  Association,  and  the  sum  of  $1,200 
was  paid  to  .Squire  O'Brien.  In  the  division  of  thr  money 
one  of  the  con.ipirators  was  left  out  After  rcpcate*!  threats 
of  exposure  had  failed  to  bring  hini  any  return,  he  "  squwilcd." 
His  revenge  took  the  shape  of  a  letter  to  the  Prudential.  The 
company  hired  Captain  Dougherty,  a  Pinkerton  detective,  to 
investigate  the  ease.  He  spent  a  few  days  in  Mahanoy  City, 
and  got  to  the  bottom  of  the  scheme.  The  result  of  his  work 
was  the  arrest  of  Squire  O'Brien,  Constable  Foley.  Dr.  Klock 
and  Mr.  Gallagher  as  parties  to  the  fraud.  All  four  were  taken 
before  St]iiire  Kctner,  who,  after  a  brief  hearing,  put  them 
under  ?i,ooo  bail  each.  Gallagher  at  the  liearing  was  pointed 
out  by  the  detective  as  the  man  who  was  examined.  Tlic 
affair  created  a  great  sensation,  as  all  the  parties  concerned 
were  prominent  in  political  circles. 
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SPECULATIVE  INSURANCE. 

GAMBLrNG    OH    UKIKSURABLE    INTEREST;    THE    PENNSYLVANIA 

GRAVEVARD    EPIDEMIC;    THE    BJiLFAST    AND 

BLACKBURN    SCANDALS. 

Kent,  in  his  "Commentaries,"  says:  "The  necessih'  of  an 
interest  in  the  life  insured,  in  order  to  support  the  policy, 
prevails  generally  in  this  country,  because  wager  contracts  are 
almost  universally  held  to  be  unlawful,  either  in  consequence 
of  some  statute  provision,  or  up<jn  principles  of  the  common 
law." 

In  the  early  history  of  life  insurance,  this  disregard  o(  the 
question  of  insurable  interest  led  to  gambling-  of  the  most  per- 
nicious sort.  Although  the  abuses  incident  to  this  speculative 
practice  in  England,  as  graphically  described  by  Mr.  Francis, 
have  yielded  to  prohibitive  statutes,  it  appears  that  in  some 
countries  it  is  not  unusttaJ.  even  at  the  present  day,  to  effect 
insurances  upon  the  lives  of  ittdividuaJs  not  connected  in  any 
way  with  the  wagering  parties.  Among  illustrative  cases  may 
be  cited  the  following  curious  instanct: 


SWEDISH   GAMBLING. 

In  1855.  one  Svenson,  of  Carlscrona,  insured  the  life  of 
an  old  soldier,  named  Hoflstedt.  of  the  same  place,  in  the 
Mentor  Company  of  London  tor  8,000  rix-doUars,  and  in  the 
Patemelle  Company  of  Paris  for  7.500  franca.  In  August, 
1856,  Hoffstedt  died,  and  Svenson  claimed  the  amount  insured 
in  the  two  offices.  The  Mentor  Company  i>aid  at  once:  but 
the  Patemelle  thought  it  advisable  to  institute  an  investiga- 
tion respecting  the  death,  It  then  turned  nut  that  Hoff- 
stcdt  was  a  confu'med  drunkard,  and  that  Svenson  supplied 
him  money  to  enable  him  to  drink  brandy  in  excess,  his 
object  being,  it  was  afiimied,  to  hasten  his  death.     The  old 
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soldier  at  last  died  very  suddenly,  and  the  rumor  was  q>rcad 
that  Svcnson  had  poisoned  him  by  puUtng  arsenic  in  the 
brandy.  The  dead  body  was  examined,  and  arsenic  was  found 
in  iL  Sveuson  was  consequently  arrested  and  brought  to  trial 
b«fore  the  CriminaJ  Court  of  the  district,  on  the  charge  of 
poisoning.  But  the  charge  could  nut  he  established.  He  was 
acquitted.  As,  however,  he  was  proved  tu  ha%'c  had  arsenic  in  his 
poascssion — and  in  Sweden,  this  is  illegal  for  a  private  person-^ 
he  was  lined  sixteen  rix-dollars.  On  ai]  appeal,  tlie  judgment 
was  confirmed.  The  public .  prosecutor  Llien  petittoued  the 
King  to  cause  tlic  man  to  be  imprisoned  in  a  fortrcM,  on  tlie 
groond  that  there  was  no  moral  doubt  of  his  guilt  In  August, 
JS57,  his  Majesty  refused  this  petition;  and  at  length  the  man 
was  released.  Meantime  he  had  become  bankrupt.  The 
assignees  now  instituted  proceedings  for  payment  against  the 
Patemcllc  Company,  in  Paris.  Tlie  ground  on  which  they 
based  die  action  was.  that  the  judgments  of  the  Swedish 
courts  prnvcd  clearly  that  no  murder  liad  been  pcrpctratwl, 
and  that  the  company  could  not  prove  that  Iloffstcdt  com- 
mitted suicide,  so  the  insurance  remained  valid.  The  com- 
pany,  however,  contended,  fir^t,  that  the  judgiuents  of  the 
Swedish  courts  were  not  binding  in  France,  and  consequently 
that  this  acquittal  of  the  man  amounted  to  nothing  in  the  eye 
of  the  law;  next,  that  as  Hoffstcdl  had  undoubtedly  died  of 
poison,  it  was  clear  cither  that  he  liad  committed  suicide,  or 
that  he  had  been  poisoned  by  tlie  man  who  was  to  benefit  by 
his  death,  cither  of  which  cases,  tn  France,  rendered  an  instir- 
ance  invalid.  Tlie  Civil  Trihunal,  adupting  tlie  arguments  of 
the  company,  rejected  tlie  action. 


A  THEATRICAL  MANAGER'S  VENTURE. 

The  English  statute  of  [4  Geo.  III.,  c.  48.  prohibited  insur- 
ance on  lives  when  the  person  insuring  had  no  interest  in  the 
life;  and  it  prohibited  the  recovery  of  a  greater  sum  than  the 
amount  or  value  of  the  interest  of  the  insured  in  the  life. 
As  Angell  remarks.  "  Insurance  upon  live*,  a.'?  well  as  upon 
other  event*  in  which  the  person  insured  has  no  interest,  not 
only  inevitably  tends  to  introduce  a  pernicious  sort  of  gam- 
bling and  speculation,  but  it  is  pregnant  with  serious  mischief." 
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Notwith standi  11(7  (he  statute  referred  to,  the  criminal  annals  of 
England  furnish  a  number  of  cases  of  this  sort  of  gambling, 
even  (o  llie  extent  of  imirder,  in  order  to  recover  under  a 
fictitious  claim  of  intercsf. 

In  this  country,  as  already  quoted  from  Kent,  the  necessity 
of  an  interest  in  the  life  insured,  to  support  the  policy,  generally 
prevails.  Of  the  various  instances  of  wanton  disregard  of  an 
insurable  interest  which  have  occurred  in  the  United  Stales, 
one  of  the  most  noteworthy  cases  is  that  of  Robert  Fox,  pro- 
prietor of  a  variety  theatre  in  Philadelphia. 

The  history  of  this  case  shows  that  in  May,  1872,  Mr.  Fox 
made  application  to  the  Penn  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
for  a  policy  for  $20,000  on  the  life  of  John  Clark  Lee,  which 
was  accepted.  The  premium  was  to  be  paid  partly  in  cash 
and  partly  hy  note.  Mr.  Fox  paid  the  amount  required  in 
cash,  $460.86,  but  never  executed  or  delivered  the  note  for  the 
balance.  On  or  about  May  20 — less  than  a  week  after  date 
of  the  policy — the  president  heard  some  reports  relative  to  the 
character  and  habits  of  Lee,  so  entirely  at  variance  with  his 
statements  made  in  the  application  and  in  his  medical  examina- 
tion, that  an  investigation  was  at  once  ordered,  and  in  a  few 
days  it  was  ascertained  tliat  all  the  reports  referred  to  were 
entirely  trustwortJiy.  Tlie  president  immediately  wrote  to  Mr. 
Fox,  requesting  him  to  call  at  the  office  of  the  company,  which 
he  did.  He  was  informed  of  the  results  of  the  investig;ation  and 
charged  whh  knowledge  of  the  facts.  To  this  he  made  no 
denial.  Tlie  president  then  stated  to  him  that  the  policy  would 
never  have  been  issued  had  not  the  tnith  been  concealed  and 
facts  misreiJresented,  and  proposed  to  return  him  the  premium 
which  he  had  paid  and  cancel  the  policy. 

He  refused  to  take  the  money,  and  declined  to  surrender  the 
polic>'. 

The  president  then  had  prepared  and  served  upon  him  a 
formal  notice,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy: 


PHILADET.PIIIA,  June  8th,  187a. 
Robert  Fox,  "Eaq. 

Drab  Snt— Having  recently  learned  some  facts  in  connection  wHh 
the  habits  of  John  Gark  Lee,  upon  whose  life  a  policy  of  insurance 
vras  issued  by  this  company   May  IJ,  1872,  No.  13.544.  "for  twenty 
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thouund  dotlars."  in  your  favor  and  for  xour  benefit,  itic  VnowlcdRc 
o(  wliicli  bcU,  I  havo  reason  to  believe,  wai  <leslKii«lly  williheld  liy 
the  a&aurcd  from  the  ofliccn  of  the  compuiy,  and  which,  had  they 
b«eD  known  tu  the  rompany,  wimUl  h»it  prrvrnml  (he  issue  of  the 
policy,  1  deem  it  to  be  my  duty  to  notify  you  at  once  tliat  the  com- 
pany does  not  consider  ilscK  bound  by  this  polity,  antl  desires  to 
cancel  and  annul  th«  samv.  I  herewith  tcnct«r  to  you  the  amount  of 
cuh  paid  fur  the  premiutn,  the  inlcrctt  on  Ihc  credit,  and  the  policy 
ice.  in  all  amounlini;  to  $460.86^  and  request  a  return  of  the  policy 
(or  cancellation.  In  debult  oi  your  accepting  thi*  view  ol  the  niatter, 
I  hereby  give  you  notice  that  the  company  reluscs  to  consider  itself 
reiponsihle  tor  said  policy,  or  for  any  liability  under  the  ume.  and 
will  hci^after  refuse  to  accept  any  future  premiura  for  such  insuraace. 

Youra  rcKpcct  fully, 

Samuel  C.  HUEV,  I^esident. 

The  policy  was  i\wT\  niln!  off  tlie  books  of  the  company,  and 
the  pirniium  received  ($460.86)  passed  lo  the  personal  credit 
of  Mr.  Fox,  where  it  stood  subjeet  to  his  order.  Of  this  action 
Mr.  Fox  was  ftilly  advised. 

No  further  steps  were  taken  in  the  inatter,  nor  waj!  any 
tender  ever  made  hy  Mr.  Fox  of  tlie  balance  of  the  premium. 
Before  the  next  annual  premium  would  have  been  due,  Mr. 
Lee  died,  and  Mr.  Fox  demanded  the  amount  of  tlie  policy, 
'  Payment  u-aa  refused,  and  the  officers  of  the  company  were 
satisfied  that  the  insured  members  and  the  community  at  large, 
when  acquainted  with  the  facts,  would  fully  justify  their  course 
in  resisting  this  claim,  based  as  it  was  upon  a  policy  obtained 
originally  by  fraud  and  misrepresentation,  and  formally  repudi- 
ated by  tlie  company  in  a  few  days  after  its  issue. 

Upon  the  trial  of  the  cause  the  plaintiff  put  in  evidence  the 
policy,  proved  the  death  of  Lee  some  nine  or  ten  months  sub- 
sequent to  the  date  of  the  policy,  and  attempted  to  prove  an 
insurable  interest  simply  by  his  own  oath.  He  admitted  that 
he  had  no  notf,  check,  receipt,  entry  iw  cash-bmk  or  ched'book, 
or  scratch  of  fvn  of  any  kind  to  sKhslantiate  his  slatctnmt.  and 
thai  he  had  tto  ivitness  to  the  existence  of  the  indebtedness  except 
hitnsi'tf. 

The  defense  set  up  as  their  reasons  for  resisting  the  claim: 

I.  A  cancellation  of  the  policy,  as  already  detailed.  2.  The 
total  want  of  insurable  interest  on  the  part  of  Robert  Fox  in 
the  life  of  Lee.    3.  Gross  and  fraudulent  misrepresentation  in 


DO 


SPECULATIVE  INSURANCE. 


the  application  for  the  policy  and  to  the  medical  examiner;  and 
4.  Preparation  of  Lee  for  the  medical  c.\ami nation  by  means 
of  Turkish  haths.  suspended  drinking,  clean  clothing,  €tc 

Tliey  put  in  evidence  tfle  application,  in  which  Lee  stated, 
among  other  things,  that  he  liad  always  been  sober  and  tctn- 
pcrate;  that  he  was  an  advertising  agent;  that  he  was  in  good 
health,  and  that  he  had  conccaltd  nuUiing  with  which  the 
company  ought  to  be  made  aci|uainted;  and  the  certificate  of 
the  examiners,  to  whom  Lcc  had  states!  that  he  did  not  use 
any  spirits,  opium,  or  tobacco,  except  an  occasional  cigar. 

Tiicy  then,  by  witnesses  traced  Lee  step  by  step,  for  the 
ten  or  fifteen  years  previous  to  his  death,  in  New  York,  Wash- 
ington and  Pliiladelphia,  and  showwl  that  he  had  been  an 
habitual  hard  drinker:  a  man  of  notoriously  dissipated  habits; 
a  man  whose  employments  had  been  those  of  kcejiing  bar  and 
distrilmting  theatre  bills;  and  that  at  the  date  of  the  insurance 
he  was  a  door-keeper  and  distributor  of  play-bdla  at  the  plain- 
tiff's variety  theatre.  Over  forty  witnesses  testified,  in  the 
most  positive  manner,  with  reference  to  his  intemperate  Iiahits, 
and  the  proof  w,is  of  the  most  convincing  character.  Wit- 
nesses were  then  produced  to  prove  by  Lee's  own  declarations 
that  he  had  been  attacked  by  mania  a  potit;  that  he  was  sick 
and  suffering  from  dissipation;  and  that  prior  to  effecting  the 
insurance  Mr.  Fox  had,  for  a  short  time,  kept  him  from  liquor, 
supplying  its  place  with  other  stimulants;  had  sent  him  to  the 
Turkish  baths:  had  given  him  clean  clothing,  and  thoroughly 
prepared  him  for  the  medical  examination,  with  the  character 
of  which  he  (Fox)  was  himself  perfectly  familiar. 

The  Court  declined  to  admit  this  testimony  on  legal  grounds. 

Employers,  as.sociatcs,  his  room-mate,  police  officers,  all 
united  in  describing  John  Qark  Lee  as  a  debauched,  dissipated 
man,  but  one  who,  by  his  naturally  good  constitution  and 
robust  build,  could  stand  more  liquor  than  most  of  those  with 
whom  he  associated. 

The  plaintiff  attempted  to  break  the  force  of  this  evidence 
by  calling  oUaches  of  his  own  and  other  variety  theatres  and 
asking  them  the  simple  question,  "  Did  you  ever  see  Lcc 
drunk?"  No  other  question  was  hazardctl,  and  Fox  himself 
did  not  dare  to  go  on  the  stand  and  testify  as  to  Lee's  habits. 
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The  (acts  relative  to  the  cancellation  of  the  [wlicy  within  a 
few  days  of  tu  issue,  and  with  the  full  knowledge  of  both  Fox 
and  Lee,  wcix  not  disputed. 

Medical  testimony  relative  to  the  condition  of  the  hotly  of 
Lee  after  death  was  submitted  by  both  plaintiff  and  defen<iant. 

Both  sides  having  addressed  the  jury,  the  judge  delivered 
hisi  charge  and  the  case  was  given  to  the  jurj-.  Few,  if  any, 
aside  from  the  plaintiff's  immediate  friends,  imagined  a  poesi- 
bility  of  hesitation  in  finding  for  the  defendant,  and  yet  the 
next  morning  a  vcnlid  was  rendered  for  the  plaintiff,  and  the 
damage  assessed  at  $20,691.25. 

The  company  at  once  applied  to  have  the  verdict  set  aside 
and  a  new  trial  granted,  and  were  successful  in  their  appli- 
cation.   The  case,  however,  was  wisely  abandoned  by  Mr.  Fox. 


TIIE  PENNSYLVANIA  GRAVEYARD  EPtDff:MIC. 

The  Pennsylvania  co-operatives,  which  for  a  period  of  sev- 
eral months  in  [880  confine«l  their  infamous  traffic  in  human 
life  to  portions  nf  T^hanon,  IJerks,  Montgomery,  York,  and 
Luzerne  counties,  were  emboldened  by  a  mania  for  specula- 
tion to  enlarge  the  area  of  their  operations  until  public  atten- 
tion at  last  became  aroused  to  tlic  facilities  and  incentives  they 
offeree!  for  the  commission  of  crime.  To  give  the  public 
definite  ideas  of  the  freedom  and  latitude  allowed  to  the  dev- 
iltry which  these  concerns  created  and  fostered,  the  Phila- 
delphia newsi)a|wrs  published  lists  and  iwrticulars  of  cases  of 
speculative  insurance,  furnished  by  trustworthy  reporters  and 
correspondents.  Some  of  them  disclose  mere  purpose  to 
defraud  by  gambling  on  the  lives  of  consumptives,  or  octo- 
genarians, or  tramps,  or  paupers;  others  reveal  deliberate  con- 
spiracy to  hasten  their  claim  to  maturitj'  by  murder. 

An  instance  of  the  former  was  that  of  Mrs.  Emma  Reinait, 
in  Amity  township,  Berks  County,  while  staying  in  her  father's 
house.  She  had  been  living  with  licr  husband,  near  F*hfmix- 
ville,  for  some  time,  but  when  in  the  last  stage  of  amsump- 
tion  she  returned  to  her  father's  home,  and  there  died.    It  was 
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then  learned  tliat  her  life  ha*!  b«n  insured  to  the  amount  of 
$26,000  in  variuus  co-operatives,  the  policies  being  mostly  in 
favor  of  one  Samuel  Shirey,  a  first  cousin  of  the  wwman,  a 
ptrson  who  harl  no  more  insurable  interest  in  lit-r  ]ilc  than  the 
man  in  the  moon.  Slie  was  passed  by  tlic  examiners,  who 
were  cither  quacks  of  the  lowest  grade  or  ticspicabic  scoundrels, 
and  acccpte<l  as  a  sound  risk. 

Another  example  was  that  of  Daniel  L.  Wagner,  of  Bcniville, 
fifteen  miles  from  Heading.  Tliis  man,  a  farmer,  71  years  ol 
a^e,  had  been  debilitated  by  chronic  diarrhcca.  lor  which  he  had 
been  under  treatment  for  months;  and  while  lying  insensible 
under  an  apoplectic  seizure,  a  rascally  representative  of  some 
of  the  co-operatives  tempted  his  son  into  consent  to  the  issue 
of  certificates  upon  the  life  of  the  dying  man.  upon  promise 
of  a  handsome  "  diwy."  After  the  lattcr's  death  it  was  dis- 
covered that  some  of  the  certificates  had  bccni  altered,  hundreds 
being  changed  to  thousands,  until  they  called  lor  an  aggregate 
of  $J5xxxx 

Mrs.  Mary  Fry,  of  Donnelly's  Mills,  Pern'  County,  Pa.,  aged 
sixty-three,  died  November  10,  1888,  of  disease  of  the  heart 
and  general  dropsy.  She  had  been  confined  to  her  bed  during 
the  last  year  ol  her  life,  and  her  suffering  was  so  great  as  to 
attract  the  sympathy  of  the  neighborhood.  Within  five  months 
of  her  death,  her  son,  Samuel  S.  Fry,  without  her  knowledge 
and  consent,  obtained  certificates  of  insurance  on  her  life  to 
the  amount  of  $27,500,  in  twelve  assessment  companies.  Pre- 
sentation of  the  claims  led  to  investigation  and  subsequent 
discovery  of  the  fraud.  Fry  was  indicted  for  perjury  in  mak- 
.ing  the  affidavits  accompanying  the  proofs  of  loss.  The 
grand  jury  ignored  the  bill,  on  the  assumption  that  there  was 
not  legal  perjury  in  making  out  the  proofs  of  death,  whatever 
moral  perjur)-  there  might  have  been  in  the  transaction.  The 
scoundrelly  son,  who  was  thus  anxious  to  gamble  upon  the 
lingering  remnant  of  his  mother's  life  as  she  lay  upon  her 
death-bed.  was  assisted  in  his  villainy  by  the  local  physician,  the 
local  preacher,  and  other  village  magnates.  It  waa  a  sad  story 
of  utter  in  .sensibility  to  the  aacredness  o!  family  tics,  not  only 
on  the  part  of  men  fitted  by  nature  and  training  for  the  peni- 
tentiary, but  among  a  class  to  whom  society  had  a  right  to 
look  for  better  example. 
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An  illustration  of  the  darker  side  of  the  picture  is  lumished 
in  the  case  of  Martin  Callahan,  a  poor  miner,  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  Scraiiton.  He  was  seventy  years  of  age,  lived  in  great 
poverty  willi  his  family,  and  nine  days  after  he  was  iiuured 
for  $l/)oo  he  was  a  corpse.  Suspicion  led  To  exhumation  of 
th<  body,  and  a  post-mortem  examination  gave  e^'idencc  of  a 
blow  upon  the  liead  by  a  blunt  instrument  sufficient  to  cause 
death,  coupled  with  signs  of  a  fierce  struggle. 

^^ore  brutal  and  more  tragic  was  the  murder  of  Joseph 
Rabcr,  a  feeble  old  man  who  lived  among  the  wood-choppers 
and  the  charcoal-burners  of  the  primitive  forests  of  Lebanon 
County.  Half  a  dozen  of  his  neighbors,  nifiianly  and  semi- 
civilized  wTctchcs,  after  selecting  him  as  a  victim,  effected  an 
insurance  of  $30,000  through  an  inn-keeper  named  Brandt 
On  completing  their  arrangements,  ihey  decoyed  him  to  a. 
plank  over  a  small  and  narrow  stream  not  more  than  twenty 
inches  deep,  trippe<l  him  over  into  the  water,  and  then  jumped 
upon  him  and  pressed  him  down  until  he  was  dro\\-ncd.  Tlieir 
names  were  Henry  Wise,  Israel  Brandt,  Isaiah  Hummel, 
Charles  Drews,  Frank  Stcchler,  and  George  Zechman.  The 
crime  was  discovered,  and  the  a.<;sasstns  were  brought  to  trial 
and  convicted,  the  testimony  for  the  prosecution  being  sus- 
tained by  the  confession  of  Drews  and  Stechler.  All  of  them 
were  executed  except  Zechman. 

The  disclosures  of  this  scandalous  roguery  showed  that  in 
some  cases  paupers  %vcrc  insured  to  the  amount  of  $60,000  or 
$80,000:  that  drunkards  were  insured  for  large  sums,  and  then 
supplied  with  rum  enough  to  kill  them;  that  dying  men  and 
women  were  pa.<iscd  as  good  risks  by  eoHusive  agents  and 
examiners,  and  tlie  policies  were  "  put  ujion  the  market "  by 
desperate  gamblers  anxious  to  realize  money  before  the  call 
upon  the  undertaker;  in  brief,  that  the  worst  forms  of  wagering 
in  the  history  of  gambling  insurance  were  carried  to  an  extent 
never  before  attempted.  Whenever  the  doomed  wretches  lin- 
gered for  an  inconvenient  Wl^h  of  time,  they  were  in  danger 
of  assassination  by  the  impatient  vampires.  As  no  insurable 
interest  was  required,  no  one's  life  was  safe,  The  fact  that  it 
was  |x>5^ible  to  perpetrate  such  frauds  \<.-ith  temporary  success 
and  impunity  is  suqjrising  enough;  but  the  other  fact,  that 
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under  such  a  system  it  was  not  only  not  for  the  interest  ol  the 
officers  ol  the  comjianies  to  {errct  out  such  villainy  and  crush 
it,  Init  lh.1t  it  might  be  made  to  increase  their  own  emoluments 
by  adding  to  the  expense  funds  of  the  companies,  was  yet 
more  slanling.  That  thousands  of  members  might  lie  made 
to  ctmtrilnitr  tn  the  payment  of  large  policies,  only  a  small 
portion  of  which  went  to  the  family  of  the  deceased,  while  the 
lion's  share  wciit  to  unprincipled  speculators,  showed  the  rot- 
tenncBS  of  the  system  itself.  Conversations,  like  the  following, 
at  Pollstown,  were  frequently  reported: 

"Do  jrou  want  to  pwl  yourself  on  your  feet?" 

"  I'd  like  to.  if  I  only  knrw  how." 

"Ill  tell  you.  There's  old  m.in  Richardson;  he'll  die  lOon:  h« 
can't  liiM  Ihrec  mnnths,  snyliow.  Now,  if  you  wanl  a  $=,ood  policy 
■>n  liim  I'll  let  you  liavc  it.  Make  up  your  niinJ  soon,  for  the  old 
man  in  ns  likely  to  go  off  in  a  couple  of  days  as  in  three  monthSL" 

And  letters  like  this  are  still  preserved  as  memorials  of  this 
dark  period: 


"  Dear 


I   hare  just  got  old  Mr.  and  Mrs. 


insarcd.    He  id  ?4,  and 


»Tie  is  7j.  Will  you  join  mc  in  paying  assessments?  If  you  will. 
write  me  iiniiiediaiely.  and  1  will  gel  the  assessments  fixed.  The 
old  lady  will  never  go  out  of  doors,  aKain." 

These  transactions  were  usually  traced  directly  to  the  agents 
and  solicitors,  Tlierc  is  no  question  as  to  the  blame-worthi- 
ness of  a  large  number  of  this  class.  The  hideous  revelations 
that  were  made  fastened  more  es()ecially  upon  tlicm  the  stigma 
of  playing  with  this  sort  of  loaded  dice.  Nevertheless  these 
miscreants  were  indirectly  if  not  directly  assisted  and  rein- 
forced by  the  loo.sc  practices  of  the  home  office,  its  easy  acqui- 
escence and  uninquisitivcncss,  and  its  sUibboni  disregard  of 
the  interest  required  to  sustain  a  contract.  If  the  ofKcers  and 
directors  were  not  directly  chargeable,  so  far  as  known,  with 
consent  or  connivance  in  this  criminal  traffic,  they  were  guilty 
of  a  form  of  thievery  which  ought  to  have  condeiinied  them 
to  penal  servitude.  By  levying  excessive  and  fraudulent 
assessments  they  were  enabled  to  coin  money  to  an  extent 
which,  in  some  cases,  is  ahnost  incredible.  Speaking  of  tlic 
rings  which  grew  rich  in  this  way,  a  Lebanon  newspaper  cor- 
respondent said: 


SPECULATIVE  INSURANCE. 

"  Directorship  in  a  cotnpsnjr  oi  this  character  would  not  be  sup- 
posed to  be  much  more  than  an  lionurary  iiositiun;  but  it  is.  in  this 
neighborhood,  at  leasL  The  Home  Mutual  Lite  Association,  one 
of  the  coropanie^s  which  lias  been  operated  upon  by  the  Reading  and 
PotUlown  ringsters,  has  its  head  ulTtces  in  this  place  It  does  not 
ptibhsh  a  list  of  its  diTcctor&,  and  there  arc  hundreds  oi  its  policy- 
holders who  know  no  more  concerning  the  identity  o(  the  parties 
who  are  to  sit  in  judgment  upon  their  risks  when  they  have  'given 
up  the  ghost'  than  they  know  about  the  'man  in  the  moon.'  Such 
individuals  may  now  learn,  for  the  first  time,  thai  one  of  the  direct' 
ors  is  Joseph  Krause,  who  a  year  and  a  half  ngo  purchased  his  scat 
from  D.  G-  Thompson  (or  $1,500:  that  another  is  tl  U.  Craull,  who 
bought  P.  F.  McCauley's  place  this  past  swmmcr  (or  $3,500  or  there- 
abouts, and  that  another  is  Grant  Weidmun.  who  put  up  a  similar 
cuin  when  C.  H.  Killinger  ceased  to  be  a  director  not  many  months 
ago.  Not  much  more  than  a  year  before,  Killinger  had  bouxht  his 
•eat  for  from  $1,300  to  $1,300  from  EickicI  Wright,  the  present 
actuary  of  this  corporation.  It  would  be  iiiteretiing  to  Icarti  ilie 
ommstances  which  caused  tliis  position  to  double  its  value  within 
the  period  specified.  Bui  you  can't  buy  a  scat  in  the  Union  Bene- 
ficial Mutual  Aid  Society,  which  also  has  its  headquarters  here. 
Reason  why:  Seats  arc  not  for  sale.  The  Lost  transaction  of  the  kind 
which  can  be  traced  in  connection  with  this  corporation  occurred  in 
1876,  when  Kzekiel  Wright  (before  mentioned)  vacated  his  scat  in 
favor  of  J.  B.  Hursli  for  a  consideration  which,  so  far  as  folks  can 
renwrnbcr  after  this  lapse  of  time,  was  between  $3,000  :ind  $5,000. 
To-day  no  director,  it  is  said,  would  give  up  his  seat  for  double  the 
latter  amount.  'How  much  is  a  seal  worth,  anyhow?'  I  asked  a 
responsible  re»i<Ieiit  to-day.  and  the  answer  came:  '  Put  it  at  $15,000 
and  you  will  Iiatc  it  near  the  mark.'  The  U.  B.  M.  A.  S.  is  what 
you  would  call  a  'close'  corporation.  Few  of  its  directors  die  and 
none  resign.  They  elect  all  the  ofliccrs — save  .\ctuary,  Medical  Ex- 
aminer and  Solicitor — from  among  themselves,  and  they  fill  all  vacan- 
dts  caused  by  death;  hence  the  Board  is  kclf-perpetual."    . 


But  sticcess  sometimes  emboldens  gamesters  to  more  des- 
perate ventures.  The  greed  of  these  Pennsylvania  raiders 
tiimctl  their  attcntttm  to  the  acaimiilatcd  reserves  cf  the  reg- 
ular ti(c  companies.  A  noteworthy  example  occurred  in  Sclins- 
grovc,  Snyder  county,  where  the  swindlers  selected  a  cauHotis 
aiwl  conservative  company,  the  Mutual  Benefit  Life,  of  Newark, 
N.  J.,  as  presenting  a  larger  field  of  oiJcration,  financially,  for 
tJieir  traffic  in  human  life.  Two  applications  were  made  to 
the  company  for  policies  for  $10,000  each,  upon  the  lives  o(  two 
residents  of  Snyder  county.    The  applications  were  regular. 
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disclosing  no  disqualifications,  and  the  blanks  were  filled  out 
by  the  agent  and  medical  examiners,  The  company  in  due 
time  passed  upon  the  risks,  UTote  tlie  policies,  issued  them,  and 
recrived  the  premiums  on  account  of  them.  A  short  time 
afterward  suspicion  was  aroused,  and  the  compaiiy  sent, 
according  to  its  custom,  an  inspector  to  investigate  the  matter. 
Imagine  his  surprise  on  finding  that  the  persons  insured  were 
not  only  not  the  sound,  healthy  risks  represented,  but  each  of 
them  of  the  very  worst  sort,  witti  one  foot  already  in  the  grave 
and  the  other  trembling  on  its  verge.  One  of  the  policies  was 
found  to  be  upon  the  life  of  a  man  in  the  last  stages  of  con- 
sumption, and  the  other  upon  that  of  a  party  suffering  from 
an  aggravated  tjpe  of  kidney  disease.  Both  were  certain  to 
die  speedily,  and  the  arrangements  for  the  division  of  the 
$20,000  of  which  tlie  company  was  to  be  defrauded,  were  all 
perfected.  The  alarming  feature  of  the  discovery  was  that  the 
gamblers  were  gentlemen  of  high  repute  and  physicians  of 
good  standing  in  the  community.  The  astonishment  and  dis- 
may that  followed  led  to  extended  investigation.  Case  after 
case  was  ferreted  out.  In  some  localities  it  was  found  that 
a  fierce  desire  for  this  furm  of  speculative  insurance  upon  the 
aged  and  dying  had  invaded  all  orders  and  conditions  of 
society,  until  the  infection  rendered  the  public  dumb  to  the 
enomiity  and  tlic  baneful  and  corrupting  influence  of  a  sclieme 
in  furtherance  of  which  all  classes — merchants,  mechanics, 
farmers,  professional  men — held  wagering  policies,  and  frauds 
of  the  most  outrageous  character  were  conducted  and  encour- 
aged as  warrantable  matter  of  speculation. 

The  aiithorities  were  strangely  tardy  in  responding  to  a 
growing  and  earnest  demand  for  suppression.  More  than  two 
hundred  of  the  "death-rattle  co-operatives,"  as  they  were  called, 
had  actively  organized  lor  this  cold-blooded  and  disgraceful 
traffic  in  human  blood  before  the  Insurance  Commissioner  of 
the  State,  the  Attorney-General,  and  the  courts  commenced 
the  work  of  extermination.  Retributive  blows  finally  drove 
the  ghouls  into  exile,  bnt  with  characteristic  defiance  they 
resumed  their  mercenary-  operations  in  adjacent  States.  A 
chronicler  of  the  peritKl  remarked  that  "  the  pruft'ssional  con- 
fidence operators,,  bunco  men,  sawdust  swindlers,  shovers  of 
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tfac  'queer,'  and  tilt  fraleniity  of  advcnhircrs  generally,  ap- 
peared tu  have  discovered  that  the  assessment  insurance  game 
paid  better  than  any  other  at  llie  time,  and  to  have  gone,  all 
over  ihc  countr)',  into  the  co-operative  business."*  They  were 
most  offensively  demonstraiive  in  Marj'land,  Ohio,  and  Indi- 
ana, and  in  Fall  River  and  New  Bedford.  Mass.  But  sooner 
or  later  they  were  confronted  with  legislation  outlawing  them 
and  imposing  severe  penalties;  with  interference  of  the  Post- 
Office  authorities  with  their  misuse  of  the  mails;  and  v^itlt 
checkmating  by  courts  of  justice. 

After  a  lengtliened  disappcarajicc  from  public  view,  those 
who  thought  tliat  the  infamous  scheme  had  disappeared  forc\'cr 
were  surprised  to  learn  that  there  wis  an  outbreak  of  the  infec- 
tion in  North  Carolina  which  dated  back  several  years.  From 
the  report  of  the  preliniinarj'  trial  of  the  tar-heel  conspirators 
at  Deaufort.  it  appears  that  the  prisoners  had  conducted  their 
gravcyanl  operations  successhilly.  year  after  year,  without 
intervention  of  local  magistrates  or  county  courts.  The 
defendants  in  the  case  were  thirteen  in  number,  of  whom  seven 
were  white  men  and  six  were  negroes.  When  the  swindlers 
commenced  their  fraudulent  operations,  the  conditions  for  suc- 
cessful adventure  were  favorable,  but,  as  often  happens,  suc- 
cess encouraged  them  to  widen  the  range  of  dewlo^iment,  and 
thus  to  spread  the  net  for  their  eventual  capture  and  arraign- 
ment Tlic  companies  chiefly  interested  wgre  such  assessment 
asst>ciations  as  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund,  the  National  of 
Hartford,  the  Massachusetts  Benefit,  the  Fort  Wayne,  ot 
Indiana,  and  the  Old  People's,  of  Elkhart  It  appears  tliat 
attempts  were  also  made  to  defraud  the  Life  Insurance  Clear- 
ing Company,  ot  St  Paul,  and,  at  one  time,  even  the  Michigan 
Mutual  Life.  The  ringleader  was  a  desperado  named  C.  R. 
Hasscll.  who  acted  as  an  agent  for  some  of  the  co-operatives 
named,  and  in  that  capacity  was  enabled  to  facilitate  tiie  devilish 
work  of  the  gang.  When  individual  cases,  one  after  another, 
were  brought  to  light,  and  newspaper  accounts  of  them  were 
published,  it  looked  as  if  some  very  respectable  people  were 
involved  in  the  infamous  transactions.  It  turns  out,  however, 
th.it  they  were  a  low  pack,  as  vile  and  vulgar  as  they  were 
villamous.  as  despicable  and  debased  as  tliey  were  murderous. 


5S 


SPECULATIVE  INSURANCE. 


Hassell,  who  hail  been  a  liorse  trader,  was,  it  was  said,  "  a  man 
of  sucli  smooth  presence,  seU-ccwitroI,  aptitude  of  speech  and 
argument,"  as  to  deceive  the  very  elect.  What  his  associates 
tacked  in  hi&  intellectual  gifts  was  made  up  in  craft  and  cun- 
ning. 

The  cases  reported  were  so  numerous,  so  varied  in  cliaractcr, 
and  so  ingenious  in  plot  and  execution  tlut  if  they  vfcre 
detailed  at  leng;th  they  would  furnish  material  for  the  most 
interesting  chapter  in  the  history  of  graveyard  insurance.  It 
seems  incredible  that  sticU  a  nmliitude  of  paupers  could  be 
insured  for  large  sums,  that  so  many  negroes  could  be  passed 
off  as  whiles,  that  intelligent  invalids  and  cripples  could  be 
insured  and  used  for  speculative  purposes  without  knowledge 
or  suspicion,  and  that  the  plainest  requirements  of  insurable 
interest  could  be  so  long  disregarded  and  defied. 

Ilie  discovery  of  these  frauds  was  made  in  October,  1894. 
Col.  John  W.  Hinsdale,  a  leading  attorney  of  Raleigh,  was 
employed  by  the  companies  to  conduct  the  prosecution.  He 
engaged  a  corps  of  detectives  to  unearth  the  roguery  of  the 
gamblers.  They,  in  turn,  enlisted  on  their  side  the  machinery 
of  intimidation  and  malediction.  One  of  their  counsel  was 
editor  of  a  ncw.spapcr.  and  its  columns  were  filled  with  coarse 
abuse  of  Col,  Hinsdale.  Undeterred  by  the  difficulties  and 
obstacles  which  were  constantly  thrown  in  his  pathway,  the 
self-reliant  attorney  pressed  on  until  success  finally  crowned 
his  efforts. 

In  Augtisl,  1895.  the  conspirators  were  boimd  over  to  court 
after  a  preliminary  examination  by  a  magistrate.  At  the  Oc- 
tober term  of  the  Carteret  County  Court,  eleven  bills  were  found 
again<>t  t^velve  of  the  conspirators,  no  one  bill  including  them 
all.  Two  of  the  cases  came  to  trial,  but  although  the  evidence 
was  clear  and  convincing,  the  jury  brotight  in  a  verdict  of 
acquittal.  Tliercupon  the  Judge,  who  remarked  that  he  was 
not  responsible  for  such  a  miscarriage  of  justice,  removed  the 
other  cases  to  the  Trenton  court,  in  Jones  Coimty.  away  from 
local  influences  and  prejudices,  and  tlie  Governor  of  North 
Carolina  called  a  .special  term  of  the  court  for  tlie  trials,  These 
lasted  nine  days,  and  all  of  the  defendants  were  convicted  ex- 
cept those  who  pleaded  guilty  and  those  who  were  not  pro- 
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secuted  in  order  that  they  Qiight  testify  for  the  State.  Among 
those  convicted  were  tlic  defendants  who  had  been  acquitted 
on  the  charges  tried  in  tlie  Cartercl  County  Court. 

Aside  from  C.  R.  Hatocll,  tlie  chief  operators  were  Levi  T. 
Noc,  Sddcn  D.  Delaniar,  and  J.  C.  Delamar.  Tliey  started 
an  insurance  aRrncy  at  Beaufort  about  eighteen  months  before 
the  trial,  and  employed  sohcitors  to  look  up  very  old  or  very 
sick  people  upon  whose  brief  tenure  the  speculators  might 
rely  for  speedy  maturing  of  their  ventures.  The  cat*s  paws 
were  taken  fnim  the  ignorant  claKseii,  who  were  easily  duped 
by  the  sharpers.  Dr.  T.  B.  Delamar,  the  medical  examiner, 
being  a  member  of  the  gang,  recommended  the  lame,  the  halt, 
and  the  blind,  for  acceptance  as  first-class  risks.  No  matter 
how  hoi>clcss  and  beyond  remedy,  all  cases  were  passed  as 
desirable  cases  for  insiu-ance,  without  the  sli^tcst  suggestion 
of  disease  or  injury. 

By  way  of  illustration  of  the  character  of  the  testimony  for 
the  State  that  was  offered  on  the  witness  stand,  we  copy  the 
following  statements  of  Mr.  J.  C.  Davis,  a  citizen  of  Beaufort, 
and  former  register  of  deeds  for  Carteret  County: 

"I  know  Shepharcl  Davis.  He  was  raised  on  Davis  Shore,  but 
lives  in  BcauEort  now.  anJ  has  lived  there  since  the  war.  I  think  he 
is  in  ihe  neighborhood  of  eiKl'ty  years  old.  |The  a|iphcaIion  lor 
$4,ocX)  iniurancc  i:l.itc«  that  he  it  fifty-f^ix  years  old  ]  I  am  ac<|uaiiited 
with  Perry  Chadwick.  He  was  ihc  son  ol  a  ncRro  in  our  family. 
1  was  lold  th;it  he  had  bet-n  in  the  t)enlteminry.  The  b«t  lime  I  <aw 
h(m  in  Beaufort  wa;^  perhaps  a  year  and  a  half  aito.  He  was  in  a 
very  low  stsle  ol  health.  Ht»  utijifarancc  as  lo  health  v/as  very  thin. 
He  wan  a  heggar.  He  was  very  weak — thai  is  the  whole  tif  it.  I 
heard  him  cough.  He  was  a  sickly  luoking  object.  I  thought  he 
had  conMiniptioti.  I  know  Melissa  Guthrie:  sslvi  her  here  Saturday. 
She  i%  in  a  very  low  state  of  he.ilth.  I  have  looked  upon  her  as  a 
sickly  girl  all  tier  life.  I  have  known  Samuel  Windsor  ever  since  1 
was  a  hoy.  He  is  in  ray  best  judiimrnl  seventy-five  or  ciithiy  years 
old.  I  have  known  Mrs.  Sarah  M.  Gabriel  all  her  life.  I  have  not 
seen  her  in  two  and  a  half  years,  SHc  was  at  that  lime  sufTcrinK 
with  rhcumaliAni.  I  think  she  had  lone  been  ^ulTeTtiie  with  that 
trouble.  I  exited  to  see  her  and  ihe  eame  in  her  parlor.  I  looked 
upon  lier  then  as  n  woman  in  bad  health.  She  did  not  tell  mc  she 
had  rheumatism.  She  U  livins  yet.  I  know  M.iria  Hamilton,  tn 
my  judgment  she  it  in  the  neiRhborhiod  of  xixly.five  nr  seventy 
years.  I  have  known  William  Rice  ever  since  he  has  been  in  Bean- 
fort  [n  1894  I  lime  of  apiilicaiiiin  fur  insurance  in  Mns«arht»ell8 
Benefit  CotDpanyl   he  was  a  diinking  man;  drank  excessively.     He 
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was  very  dissipated.  I  do  not  know  ol  my  own  knowledge  that  he 
u&cci  any  ulhcr  iitimulaiit  than  whisky.  He  1i»il  been  a  dissipated  nian 
lor  a  number  of  ycao.  Ht  was  not  at>k  to  work.  He  is  a  whiU 
man.     His  dissipntion  ran  back  four  or  Rvc  years." 

The  application  for  insurance  stated  that  Rice  had  used 
liquors  freely  6ve  years  before,  but  not  since  that  time,  and 
tliat  he  did  not  use  narcotics.  Dr.  Delamar  stated  in  his 
medical  examination  that  he  considers  tlie  risk  in  every  way 
a  first-class  one.  The  agents  stated  tliat  he  did  not  use  liquors, 
thougli  he  had  used  them  freely  some  years  ago;  that  he  was 
in  every  way  a  proper  subject  for  insurance;  and  ttiey  therefore 
unqualifiedly  recommended  the  risk.  Dennis  Jones  corrobo- 
rated the  testimony  as  to  the  age  and  condition  of  the  health 
of  Shep.  Davis,  Perry  Chadwick,  Samuel  Windsor,  Maria 
Hamilton,  William  Rice,  Alfred  Piggot,  whose  lives  were  in- 
sured in  amounts  varying  from  $2,000  to  $6,000. 

The  cases  upon  which  convictions  were  ohtaincd  were: — 

Jacob  C,  Delamar  and  Selden  D.  Delamar.  (orgeiy. 

Levi  T.  Noc  and  William  Fislier,  forgery. 

Seldcn   D.  Delamar,  forgery. 

C.  R.  Hasscll  and  T.  B.  Delamar,  false  [pretense. 

C.  R.  Hassell,  Albert  Wigfall,  Silas  Blount  and  David  Parker, 
false  pretensp- 

C.   R.  Hassell  and  S,  W.  Perkins,  cnnspiracy. 

C.  R.  Hassell.  David  Parker.  Stbs  Blount.  Albert  WiEf.ill  and  T. 
B     Delamar.  conspiracy, 

W.  H,  Turner,  Stephen  B.  Turner,  Levi  T.  Noe,  Selden  D.  Dela- 
mar and  T.  D.  Delamar,  conspiracy. 

In  pronouncing  judgment  upon  the  conspirators  Judge 
Graham  said: 

"If  the  evidence  in  these  cases  be  tnie,  the  mosi  stupendous  crime 
ever  committed  in  North  Carolina  has  Ijeen  unearthed,  I  suppose 
there  is  nobody  tliat  had  any  conception  of  the  degree  to  which  thia 
rascality  had  Kone.  I  can  see  how  pcoiilc  coiald  lie  drawn  into  this 
nefarioui  bustneiii  of  procuring  or  buying  these  policies  upon  these 
dyinir  people,  and  people  who  arc  likely  to  die.  but  lew  could  be  inno- 
cent. In  order  to  procure  these  policies,  forRery,  false  pretenses  and 
cons[kiracy  were  nil  eommitled.  There  has  never  been,  within  tny 
knowledge,  in  the  criminal  annals  of  our  whole  country,  a  more 
gigantic  conspiracy  than  this.  Here  we  have  the  greatest  crimes 
known  except  rape,  murder,  ar^on  and  burglary.  !t  «em5  to  have 
been  going  on  tor  years,  and  it  has  drawn  in  a  Rreal  many  unsus- 
pecting people,  and  these,  in  order  to  make  money,  cither  by  the 
commissions  or  out  of  the  policies,  have   committed  these  crime*. 
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There  lias  I>c«i  enough  forucry  provm  sKainat  Dr.  T.  B-  Delanuu- 
Is  trad  him  lo  tlt<^  i>L>niirntiitrr  for  one  hundred  and  fifty  years,  if  all 
ibe  cases  lor  forgery  were  prosecuted  ugainrt  him  and  lite  cxtreoM 
ptinishmrni  inllKteO  on  him  in  each  case. 

"  I  regret  eirenmsbuicefi  are  xueh  that  lhe««  men  have  not  atl  been 
convicted  of  crimes  for  wliich  1  could  impose  punithmenl  adequate  to 
the  offenses  ptoTcii,  many  caHcs  of  forgery  and  false  pretense  being 
proven  though  not  charged.  Bui  tlic  crime  of  ronspiraoy  is  a  miv 
dcmeanor  and  punishable  only  by  inipntoiinicnt  in  jail  and  by  a  fine. 
The  crimes  of  false  preien&es  and  forgery  are  both  felonies  and  can 
be  punished  by  iraprisonincnt  in  the  penitentiary,  and  though  t 
regret  the  same  ponishmcnt  cannot  be  meted  out  to  all  the  dcicnd- 
antfi  alike  in  tliese  cases,  still  when  this  conspiracy  is  proven,  whea 
bise  pretenses  arc  proven,  when  forgery  i»  proven  to  have  been  com* 
mitted,  then  I  must  discharge  my  duty  in  each  one  of  the  cases  under 
the  law  of  North  Carolina  at  1  find  it  laid  down  in  our  statute  hooks. 
"  It  has  been  proven  that  these  men,  Levi  T.  Noc,  J.  C  Delamar 
and  Sclden  0.  Dclamar  were  agents  doing  this  Iniudulent  husincM; 
that  Dr.  T.  B.  Dclamar  was  their  medical  examiner;  that  David 
Parker  and  William  Fisher  were  tlicir  henchmen  and  went  out  and 
got  the  names  of  those  people  who  were  in  the  last  staKcs  of  disease, 
u  Parker  said,  "  would  die  soon."  in  order,  as  one  of  the  witnesses 
said.  "  they  might  make  a  little  quick  money." 

"  In  the  case  of  C.  R.  Hassell.  if  the  evidence  is  to  be  believed,  he 
it  the  arch  conipirator  of  the  whole  lot  He  seems  to  have  been 
cnKagcd  in  this  business  tor  years,  and  his  success  for  a  time  seems 
to  have  induced  others  to  go  into  it.  Then  Noe  took  it  up  and  after 
pursuing  it  for  a  year  he  takes  the  DcUmars  in  with  him.  They  ace 
all  iniluced  by  the  success  with  which  he  has  met  to  engage  tn  this 
disreputable  business, 

"Then  Bill  Fisher  comes  in  and  forged  the  luine  of  Florence 
Cfiadwick  and  others,  and  I>avid  Parker  also  appea^rs  as  an  agent 
and  one  of  the  conspirators.  Their  parlicutar  conspiracy  was  to  de- 
fraud in  probably  35  cases  by  the  use  of  the  names  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  people  who  were  in  the  last  stages  of  disease,  many  of  whom 
were  produced  before  the  jury  by  the  State, 

"  As  much  as  I  sympalhiic  with  the  hmilies  of  these  defendants  in 
the  misfortunes  th,it  have  overtaken  them,  as  much  as  1  regret  the 
disgrace  that  will  have  to  nttach  to  them  the  balance  of  their  days, 
and  as  hard  as  it  is  for  me  to  pronounce  sentences  in  rases  of  this 
kind— for  this  is  the  hardest  part  of  a  Judge's  life — 1  am  hound  to 
do  rav  duty.  The  judgment  of  the  court  is  that  C  R.  Hassell  be 
confined  in  the  State  penitentiary  ai  hard  labor  seven  years;  that 
Bill  Fisher  be  confined  in  the  penitentiary  at  hard  labor  five  years; 
that  Sclden  D.  Ocbmar,  T.  B.  Delamar,  J.  C.  Dclamar  and  Levi 
T.  Noe  be  confined  in  the  common  jail  of  Craven  County  lor  a  term 
of  two  yenr.t,  and  pay  a  fine  of  three  hundred  dollars  each,  that  being 
the  limit  of  imprisonment  allowed  by  law." 
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THE  BELFAST  SCANDAL. 

In  the  early  part  of  the  year  1888,  the  London  office  of  the 
Equitable  Life  Assurance  Society  of  the  United  States  received 
intinialions  of  "  crookedness  "  in  the  conduct  of  the  agency  in 
Belfast,  which  called  for  prompt  interference  and  stem  correc- 
tion. Thereupon,  tlie  then  secretary,  now  manager  of  the 
London  branch,  Mr.  Alexander  Mimkittrick,  proceeded  to 
Belfast,  and  with  tlie  aid  of  personal  friends  and  acquaintances, 
succeeded  in  unmasking  a  plot  to  defraud  the  Equitable  out  of 
many  thousand  pounds.  The  conspirators  were  Chestnnttc 
Smythe,  the  general  agent;  James  Spccrs  Orr,  a  sub-agent;  Dr. 
James  Camac  Smythe,  medical  examiner  and  brother  ol  Chest- 
nutte;  Robert  Dunlop,  Hugh  Knox  Mattliews,  and  WiUiam 
Press,  respectable  citizens  of  Belfast.  Their  plan  of  procedure 
was  modeled  on  tlie  Pennsylvania  graveyani  system,  with  all 
of  its  recklessness,  and  as  little  pretence  of  insurable  interest. 
To  tliat  system  they  tacked  improvements  of  their  own.  which 
were  correspondingly  dangerous  to  society.  Tliey  were  men 
of  excellent  standing  in  social  and  business  life,  in  religious 
association  and  club  connection;  they  were  altogether  beyond 
suspicion  of  the  practice  of  insnring  other  people  without  their 
knowledge  or  consent;  they  were  well-equipped  for  a  successful 
campaign  of  villainy,  and  they  had  a  large  and  liberal  company 
on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  to  deal  with,  instead  of  de- 
pending on  the  fluctuations  of  the  hat-passing  style  of  collec- 
tion. Tlicir  plans  were  so  well  contrived  that  if  a  cat's-paw 
known  as  "  HIack  Joe,"  a  negro  who  had  been  insured  as  an 
Irishman,  had  not  shuffled  off  his  coil  prematurely,  and  paved 
the  way  to  detection,  they  would  eventually  have  swindled 
the  Equitable  out  of  a  large  amount,  the  policies  representing 
which  were  recovered.  Recover;'  was  easy,  because  the  policies 
were  void.  They  had  been  obtained  through  forged  signatures 
to  the  proposals,  and  forged  medical  certificates.  Several  re- 
spectable citizens  had  been  insured  in  this  way  without  their 
knowledge,  and  the  policies  were  assigned  by  the  conspirators 
to  themselves  as  beneficiaries.  In  other  cases,  selected  from  the 
worthless  classes,  consent  was  obtained  and  assignment  made 
for  a  trifling  consideration. 

Arrest  followed  in  the  first  week  in  May,  with  a  lengthy  pre< 
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Itminarj-  hearing  in  llie  Recorder's  Court  before  Colonel  the 
Hon.  VV.  F.  Forbes,  R.  M.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  discred- 
itable sparring  between  tlic  counsel  for  tlic  prosecution  and 
the  counsel  for  the  accused.  Of  the  latter,  the  counsel  for 
Dunlop,  Mr.  O'Shaughnes&y,  was  conspicuously  vicious  and 
vulgar  in  his  abuse  of  the  Equiublc  aiid  its  managcnicnU  How 
much  of  an  impression  was  niadc  on  Colonel  Forbes  by  this 
unwarrantable  form  o(  digression  was  seen  when  he  expressed 
his  readiness  to  remand  the  prisoners  for  trial.  The  tuil  for 
Dunlop,  the  weahhy  grocer  and  town  council lur,  was  fixed  at 
£12.000,  while  in  the  other  cases  it  was  comparatively  liglit, 
and  Dr.  Smythe  was  allowed  to  go  on  his  own  recognizance. 

To  insure  fairness  and  freedom  from  local  partiality  and 
prejudice,  the  trial  was  transferred  to  the  Wicklow  Assizes, 
and  fixed  for  the  closing  days  of  July.  The  six  prisoners,  to 
quote  the  langtiagc  of  the  indictment  of  the  Grand  jury,  "did 
wickedly,  designedly  and  feloniously  combine,  conspire,  con- 
federate and  agree  together,  by  divers  false  pretences  and  subtle 
mcaiis  and  devices,  to  obtain  and  acquire  to  themselves  from 
the  Equitable  Life  Assurance  Society  of  the  United  States, 
large  sums  of  money,  against  the  peace  and  dignity  of  our 
lady  the  Queen."  The  prosecution  of  these  scoundrels,  orig- 
inally in  the  hands  of  the  counsel  for  the  Equitable,  had  been 
assumed  exclusively  by  the  counsel  for  the  Crown,  ami  the 
Attorney- General  was  ready  tn  proceed  with  the  case  with  a 
lar|^  array  of  witnesses,  who  had  been  brought  from  distant 
points  at  considerable  expense  and  great  inconvenience.  Those 
who  were  familiar  with  the  testimony  to  be  offered  confidently 
expected  speedy  conviction  and  commensurate  pniiishment. 

To  the  surprise  of  all,  the  trial  collapsed  tlirough  discovery 
of  an  Informality-  The  counsel  for  the  traversers  challenged 
tlie  array  of  special  jurors  under  the  Crimes  Act,  on  tlie  ground 
that  the  panel  had  not  been  properly  summoned  in  rotation 
of  the  names  on  the  jur>-  book  as  provided  by  the  Act.  It 
appeared  that  the  Shcriflf.  in  preparing  the  panel,  had  sum- 
moned 48  special  jurors  for  the  trial  of  civil  cases  only,  and 
had  alsn  summoned  a  panel  of  300  jiu^rs  under  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Act  for  the  trial  of  the  prisoners,  .^fter  a 
day's  skirmishing  betu'een  opposing  counsel,  Justice  O'Brien 
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expressed  the  opinion  that  the  panel  had  been  irreKularly  and 
illegally  summoned,  and  upon  the  request  of  the  Attomey- 
Geiieral  he  niatk-  an  order  qitashiriR  Ihe  panel,  directing  the 
Sheriff  to  return  a  new  panel  pursuant  to  the  statute,  and 
adjourning  the  Court  to  August  i6.  Thereupon  a  special 
juror  made  a  strong  appeal  to  the  Justice  against  the  date 
selected,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  the  middle  ot  the 
harvest  season,  and  enforced  absence  would  cause  very  great 
loss.  His  lordship  synipatlietically  assented,  and  the  dale  of 
adjournment  was  eventually  fixed  for  the  tsfli  of  October. 

It  was  a  matter  for  profound  regret  that  after  the  machinery 
of  the  law  had  been  set  in  motion  with  such  care  and  precision, 
it  was  abruptly  stopped  by  one  of  those  quiddities  which, 
however  sufficient  and  satisfying  to  the  legal  mind,  provoke 
impatience  on  the  part  of  those  who  cannot  reconcile  the 
uncouth  forms  and  the  antiquated  adjuncts  which  cling  like 
mould  to  modern  jurisprudence,  with  verilies  which  are  obvioua, 
and  with  even-handed  justice  whose  demands  arc  unquestion- 
able. In  view  of  the  extent  of  (he  disclosures  of  the  KelEast 
crimes,  and  of  the  urgent  need  of  making  in  a  short,  sharp, 
jnd  decisive  way  a  memorable  example  of  such  transgression, 
the  sacrifice  of  substance  to  shadow  was  all  the  more  vexa- 
tious and  disappointing  when  contrasted  with  the  usual  prompti- 
tude in  disposing  of  British  criminal  cases. 

The  trial  of  the  conspirators  at  the  Wicklow  Assize?,  before 
Justice  O'Brien,  commenced  on  the  20th  of  October,  1888, 
and  terminated  on  the  27th.  The  Justice,  who  appears  to  have 
been  of  a  humorous  turn,  of  which  he  gave  several  indications 
during  the  proceedings,  remarked,  while  Mr.  Munkittrick  was 
under  cross-examination:  "  We  have  had  a  very  large  exper- 
ience of  American  insurance  in  this  country,  and  they  have 
had  a  very  lar^e  experience  of  us."  In  this  little  off-hand 
pleasantry  there  was  probably  more  length  and  breadth  than 
his  lordship  was  aware  of.  Shakespeare  was  right  when  he 
said,  "  More  water  glideth  by  the  mill  than  wots  ihe^iniller  of." 

The  first  two  conspirators  placed  on  trial  were  Robert  Dun- 
lop  and  James  Spccrs  Orr.  They  were  indicted  on  tlie  charge  of 
feloniously  altering  a.  certificate  of  tlie  death  of  Joseph  M.  Wil- 
son, otherwise  known  as  Black  Joe,  by  inserting  a  false  entry 


SPECULATIVE  rNSURANCE. 


representing  the  duration  of  Wilson's  illness  as  one  month 
instead  of  two  months.  This  colored  tramp  was  insured  as  an 
Irishman  for  £2,000  (annual  premium  £96  16s.  8d.).  for  Dunlop's 
benefit,  without  insurable  interest,  November  2,  1887.  Dr. 
Sniythc.  brother  of  Chcstnuttc  Smythc,  and  one  of  the  con- 
spirators, pronounced  a  mere  wreck  a  first-class  life.  Wilson 
died  December  20,  of  heart  disease  and  dropsy,  a  complication 
of  maladies  of  long  standing.  Fearing  exposure  through  such 
a  suspiciously  sudden  death,  the  conspirators  changed  the  certi- 
ficate accompanying  the  proofs  of  death  so  as  In  bring  the 
period  of  illness  within  llic  period  of  insurance.  Orr.  who  -was 
the  instrument  of  Dunlop  in  tlic  execution  of  his  rascally 
designs,  was  the  ready  and  capable  forger. 

Dunlop's  solicitor,  Mr.  Walker,  tried  to  make  it  appear  that 
he  was  the  dupe  and  tool  of  Qrr,  who  was  engaged  in  fraudu- 
lent transactions  against  the  company  of  which  he  was  an 
agent  in  the  morning,  and  in  lecturing  on  temperance  in  the 
evening.  It  was  easily  shown,  however,  that  the  impecunious 
Orr,  who  had  a  large  family,  was  in  debt  to  the  rich  grocer,  and 
to  that  extent  in  hi.i  power,  and  obliged  to  serve  him,  and  to 
facilitate  his  schemes  for  further  enrichment.  If  he  deceived 
Dunlop  at  all,  it  was  in  the  single  statement  tliat  "  insurable 
interest  is  not  retjuired  by  American  law."  Serjeant  Hemphill, 
for  tlie  Crown,  said :  "  The  action  of  both  prisoners  in  the  case 
went  to  prove  their  moral  depravity,  for  they  both  joined  in 
the  same  crime,  and  now  each  one  sought  to  throw  the  whole 
responsibility  of  the  violation  of  the  taw  on  the  other."  He 
believed  it  would  "require  goWen  scaler  to  weigh  the  com- 
parative degree  of  depravity  antl  immorality  t)etween  the  two 
prisoners." 

Orr  made  a  full  confession  of  his  guilty  transactions  through 
his  solicitor,  Mr.  Young.  He  pleaded  guilty  to  a  charge  of 
misdemeanor  only,  and  not  to  tlic  more  serious  charge  of 
felony.  Referring  to  these  admissions  at  the  close  of  a  lengthy 
chai^  to  the  jury,  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  said,  first  addressing 
himself  to  Orr,  and  afterward  to  Dunlop: 

"It  i«,  undou)>tc<l!y.  a  very  greai  oflense  against  ihe  law,  and  not 
merely  xn  oflcnii;  against  the  law,  but  an  oiTcniic  committed  by  you 
in  pursuance  of  and  in  aid  of  a  vast  conspiracy  of  fraud,  and  it  Is 
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furttier  a  vioUUon  of  the  duty  that  you  owed  to  your  own  ernployrrs, 
as  well  it.  a  duty  you  owed  to  the  Isw  of  the  countty.  I  still  rccog- 
tiiEC  in  your  station  and  in  your  position  as  an  tiumblr  man  that  you 
were  to  some  extent  dependent  for  pecuniary  aid  upon  Robert  Dun- 
lop,  and  I  recognize  some  ground  of  distinction  hclwccn  the  Ciiscs 
of  each  of  you.  And  you.  Robrrt  Dunlop.  if  you  were  cast  down 
from  a  high  station,  from  the  reputation  of  an  honett  Tiian  of  great 
wcaltli — 1  am  told  even  colossal  wealth — it  wa*  by  your  own  act  m 
violating  the  law,  There  was  no  other  conclusion  fur  the  jury  to 
come  to  than  that  you  were  guilty,  and  you  were  in  the  higiicr  station 
and  of  greater  wealth,  and  1  bclicvt  you  to  be  the  more  RiJilty.  Your 
sentence  is  nine  months'  impmonmenl  with  hard  labor,  and  you, 
Spcers  Orr,  are  sentenced  to  six  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labor." 

TTie  extreme  lightness  of  these  sentences  was  in  broad  con- 
trast with  the  measure  of  expectation.  Those  who  were  more 
or  less  familiar  with  the  testintony  to  be  given,  and  the  con- 
fessions tt)  be  marie,  expected  a  term  of  at  least  fifteen  years 
imprisonment  as  the  appropriate  penalty.  The  judge  himself. 
In  speaking  of  the  uttering  of  the  false  statement  in  the  certi- 
ficate, in  the  course  of  his  extended  review  of  the  evidence 
before  the  jury,  said:  "It  is  hardly  necessary  to  state  to  you 
that  the  person  who  does  any  criminal  or  otlier  act  by  the 
hand  of  another  does  it  himself,  and  it  makes  no  kind  of  dif?er- 
ence  in  the  legal  contemplation  whether  the  person  wlio  altered 
the  certificate  was  Orr  or  Dimlop.  if  Diinlop  was  a  party  to  it. 
The  offense  charged  is  one  of  great  gravity,  for  though  you 
might  consider  tliat  the  alteration  of  a  document  might  be 
trifling,  slil!  you  must  have  regard  to  the  circumstance  that 
the  Legislature,  in  enacting  the  law,  determined  that  under 
certain  circumstances  the  person  convicted  of  violation  might 
be  sentenced  to  penal  servitude  tor  life." 

In  an  editorial  comment  upon  the  sentence,  a  leading  insur- 
ance journal  of  England,  the  Review,  said: 

"  Wlicn  the  tones  of  hb  lordship's  voice  died  away,  a  look  of 
asinnixhnieni.  hoidcring  on  uicrcdulity,  crept  into  every  face,  and 
none  appeared  more  surprised  than  llie  jury  llicnisdves,  The  lightness 
of  ihc  seniences  became  the  subject  ol  general  remark.  Certainly 
Ihey  were  allogetlier  diRvrcni  from  what  wa.t  expected.  It  is  difficuh 
to  say  what  view  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  took  of  the  affair.  Probably 
be  thought,   for   men  occupying  the  positions  which  the  prisoners 
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h«l<l,  niDC  tnontlis  and  ^ix  months  rc»pcctivcl]r  ol  picking  oakum,  the 
plink  bed  and  all  the  other  accessories  of  hard  Uhor  in  a  cuunty  jail, 
bcitid«s  ihc  dtsgrare  of  the  thing,  he  wai  making  th«  punishment  St 
the  crime  in  evrrjr  respect.  Be  thit  as  it  may.  public  opinion  is  alto- 
gether SI  rsriance  with  his  lordship's  decision." 

The  Dtiblin  Daily  Express,  which  echoed  th*  general  feeling, 
saiti:  "  We  helieve  that  the  public,  whu  have  read  the  accounts 
of  the  frauds,  and  reflectrd  upon  tlte  circumstances  and  the 
poHitinn  nt  the  prisoners,  will  be  disposed  to  think  that  justice 
has  been  very  inadequately  vindicated  by  sentences  which  fall 
so  far  ^ort  of  what  the  law  affords  for  such  criminality." 
Other  Irish  and  English  journals  showed  a  consensu*  of 
opinion  as  to  an  inadequacy  of  punishment  totally  irreconcil- 
able with  the  facts  and  llw  demands  of  justice. 

An  effort  was  made  by  Dunlop's  counsel,  Mr.  O'SIiaugh- 
nessy,  to  entrap  a  witness  into  severe  reflection  upon  the  man- 
agement of  the  Equitable  Life,  and  to  cofivcrt  into  the  appear- 
ance of  settled  conviction  a  hastily  formed  conclusion  as  to  the 
hotnc  manajjcmcnt,  which  was  corrected  upon  proper  rcprcscn- 
latioii  of  the  facts.  The  judge  promptly  and  vigorously  re- 
buke<l  the  offender.  Said  he:  "I  cannot  allow  the  company 
to  he  attacked.  The  prosecution  is  being  conducted  by  the 
Attorney -General  for  the  Crown,  and  not  for  the  insurance 
com|>any."  ft  was  not  the  Equitable  that  was  on  trial;  it  was 
its  assailants,  its  worst  enemies,  a  gang  of  thieves  who,  if  they 
had  been  undetected  in  their  audacious  rascality,  would  have 
plundered  its  treasury  of  a  large  amount  of  money. 

On  the  24th,  the  case  of  Hugh  Knox  Matthews  and  Wil- 
liam Press,  in  which  Chestnutte  Smythe  was  implicated,  was 
called  up.  At  the  time  first  set  for  the  trial,  nearly  three  months 
Iicfore.  it  was  known  to  a  tew  persons  that  Smyihe  was  ready 
to  turn  informer,  and,  to  save  his  own  neck,  reveal  the  story 
of  the  drama  in  which  he  enacted  the  part  of  the  big  villain. 
On  the  present  occasion  it  was  generally  understood  that  he 
would  be  acccpte<l  as  Queen's  evidence.  After  a  lengthy  and 
delailetl  recital  of  the  tricks  and  devices  to  which  he  and  the 
gang  combined  with  him  resorted,  in  order,  as  the  indictment 
said,  "to  obtain  front  the  Equitable  Life  Assurance  Society  of 
the  United  States  large  sums  of  money,  the  property  of  the 


OS 


SPECULATIVE  INSURANCE, 


said  Society,"  the  following  colloquy  occurred  on  cross-exain- 
ination : 

Q,  Were  you  secrelaiy  of  a  religinus  asuociation ? 

A.  1  wai  connected  witli  vurictus  rcligiouii  associations. 

Q.  And  I  Mipposr  you  arc  trained  in  these  societies  in  rcltEion, 
virtue,  and  morality? 

A.   I  suppose  so, 

Q.  Wtre  you  *erretary  of  a  religious  society? 

A.  Now  don't  be  Kmilirig;  there  is  nothins  to  smite  about.  I  was 
secretary  of  the  ConHrcsational  Association,  etc. 

The  informer  is  always  aii  object  of  distrust  and  dispust,  and 
Smylhe's  case  was  no  exception.  Matthews  and  Press  were 
coiidt^mncd  to  nine  months'  iiiipriiiOfiini'tit  witli  hard  labor. 
Wliilc  they,  with  Dunlop.  Orr.  and  Dr.  Sniythe.  were  breaking 
stone  in  the  pri.son  yard  at  Belfast.  OicMnuftc  Smythc,  the 
biggest  rascal  of  the  gang,  secured  his  lihcrty  by  turning 
Queen's  evidence  and  escaping  to  America. 

People  in  general,  and  the  press  in  particular,  look  at  pass- 
ing events  through  lenses  of  differing  refractive  power.  Here 
i&  tlic  Dublin  Freeman's  Joumat,  for  instance,  which  looked 
llirotigh  political  spectacles  at  Smythe's  irregularities.     Il  said: 

"The  next  senutional  pamphlet  may  well  he  one  bearing  ilic  title. 
'  Unioni&ts  and  Crime'  Mr.  Chestnuttc  Sniyllic.  the  geHtleman  (rom 
Belfast  who  confessed  on  Tuesday  in  the  witness-box  at  Wicklow 
as  an  informer  against  hie  con  federal ea,  that  he  had  committed  for- 
gery upon  [ofRcry,  iliat  he  bad  reduced  forgery  to  a  system,  that  he 
hnd  (orgfd  Mr.  Finlay  M'Cancc's  name  and  Mr.  Malicr's  name,  and 
that  in  fact  he  did  not  know  how  many  forgeries  he  hsd  been  guilty 
ol.  and  all  for  ptirjiones  of  frxud— wa:i  tlic  appointed  secretary  ol  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Association,  under  whose  aiisp'ices  the  Marquia  of 
IlartinKton.  Mr,  Chamberlain,  and  oilier  lights  of  the  Unionist 
Party  have  been  invited,  received,  entertained,  and  feted  in  '  loyal  * 
Belfast  In  fact.  Mr.  Cbcstauttc  Smythc  wu  the  Liberal  Uotonists' 
riEbt-hand  man." 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Belfast  Evening  Telegraph  dealt  with 
the  wretched  business  from  the  view  point  of  the  moralisl. 
Remcnihcring  Chestnuttc  Smythc's  prominence  in  the  work  of 
the  Young  Men's  Christian  Association,  and  his  high  standing 
in  the  Church  and  the  Sunday  School,  it  thus  pronounced 
judgment: 
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"The  disclosures  he  made,  us  far  us  he  himself  is  concerned— 4imI 
we  deal  only  with  those — are  sorrowltil  in  the  extreme.  He  con- 
fessed to  wbolosk  foigcry.  He  had  been  a  Christi<tn  profcstor. 
His  evidence  merely  shows  how  mere  profession  is  to  be  distnisMd, 
and  how  solid  wonh  shouM  be  sought  rather  ihan  the  mer«  tinsel  of 
hypocrisy.  Wc  speak  of  this  unfortunalc  gentleman  more  in  sorrow 
than  in  anger.  He  was  beset  b;  many  temptstlons.  Suddenly 
thrown  from  a  apherc  in  which  he  had  the  prutcclion  of  Christian 
friends,  into  the  maelstrom  of  the  world,  ol  whose  treacherous  witers 
he  knew  nothing,  he  Mi  an  easy  prey.  His  confessions  src  as  pain- 
ful as  they  could  well  nigli  be.  and  it  Is  to  be  hoped  that  he  is  an 
exception  to  those  who  have  received  so  excellent  a  training  ;itid  yci 
are  failing  in  the  moral  sense  which  judges  between  right  and 
wrong." 

Among  the  citizens  of  Belfast  who  were  insured  by  the 
rascals  on  a  forged  proposal,  and  foi^d  medical  certificate, 
without  consent  or  knowledge,  was  Mr.  Finlay  McCance,  man- 
agrr  of  the  Ulster  Spinning  Company.  Mr.  McCance  was  one 
of  the  numerous  witnesses  on  the  stand,  and  he  testified  tliat 
he  knew  Mattliews  slightly,  but  did  not  know  Press,  that 
neither  had  any  insurable  interest  in  his  life,  and  that  lie  had 
no  knowledge  of  a  policy  for  £5,000  taken  out  on  his  life  until 
these  proceedings  commenced.  When  his  testimony  closed  he 
tnmed  to  the  Jttstice  and  said:  "I  would  like  to  learn  from 
your  lordship  on  what  ground  Mr.  Henderson  holds  on  to  a 
policy  on  my  life  which  was  obtained  by  fraud,  and  which  gives 
him  an  interest  in  my  death,"  This  gave  his  Honor  an  oppor- 
tunity for  one  of  his  jocosities.  He  replied:  "Mr.  McCance, 
when  you  have  joined  the  majority,  which  I  hope  will  not  be 
for  a  distant  time  from  the  present,  I  will  then  be  in  position 
to  answer  your  question,  and  you  will  then  be  able  to  under- 
stand all  about  it"  ^ 

The  judge's  charge  to  the  jury  in  the  case  of  Matthews  and 
Press  was  lengthy — about  lhri?c  hours — btit.  as  Tloracc  Greeley 
would  have  said,  "it  is  mighty  interesting  reading."  It  was 
enlivened  by  flashes  of  characteristic  jocularity.  For  instance, 
in  speaking  of  the  great  activity  in  the  lift  insurance  work, 
he  said,  "  The  flush  of  the  insurance  business  in  the  year  1887 
in  the  town  of  Belfast,  almost  bore  son)e  analogy  to  the  spread- 
ing of  scarlatina."  And  a  little  further  on  he  said,  "  These 
transatlantic  [American]  companies  appeared  to  regard  Ireland 
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as  a  kitifl  of  Go!conda  mine,  and  they  seemed  sometimes  to  go 
out  to  gather  wool  and  come  back  sliom." 

In  reviewing  the  cases  selected  by  the  gamblers  for  speedy 
realization  on  their  investment,  such  as  that  of  Coulson,  suffer- 
ing from  attacks  of  delirium  tremens  as  the  result  of  excessive 
drinking,  together  with  ulcerated  legs,  or  that  of  Jackson,  with 
threatening  consumption  and  other  maladies,  the  judge  vig- 
orously denounced  the  offense  with  which  the  prisoners  were 
charged.  He  characterized  the  act,  on  the  part  of  one  or 
more  individuals,  of  presenting  a  bad  life  to  an  insurance  com- 
pany, as  Aagrantly  dishonest  and  criminal.  lie  had  his  own 
opinion,  and  doubtless  the  jury  had  theirs,  as  to  the  conduct 
and  tlie  moral  condition  of  the  men  who  could  coolly  watch  a 
life  on  which  they  were  speculating,  rapidly  descending  by  vice, 
like  Coulson.  into  a  dishonorable  grave. 

On  this  last  point,  Serjeant  Hemphill,  counsel  for  tfic  Crown, 
had  said  in  his  address  to  the  jury: 

"A  grtAt  ieai  has  been  said  about  insurable  interest.  What  did 
the  jury  suppose  Matthews  or  Prias  embarked  in  tliis  Iraffii:  in  insur- 
ance for?  Why  did  they  not  stick  to  their  ordinary  legitimate  busi- 
acts  pursiiits?  Could  ih-cy  believe  that  these  men  were  so  innocent  a 
sot  to  kiiiiw  they  bad  no  right  to  gamble  in  human  bic?  An  act  of 
Parliamctit  was  passed  over  a  hundred  years  ago  iti  England  to  put 
a  stop  to  the  terrible  results  ensuing  from  this  fann  of  gambling,  and 
the  law  was  subsequently  extended  to  this  country  ^Ireland).  It  was 
a  horrible  reflection,  no  matter  in  what  ligbt  ibc  transactions  in 
Belfast  appeared,  it  was  a  horrible  i^ea  m  be  jilting  at  the  same 
table  with  a  man  on  whose  hfc  they  had  an  insurance  in  their  pockets, 
watching  with  interest  every  bit  lie  ate  and  every  &up  he  drank,  to 
see  how  Ear  it  might  shonen  the  term  of  his  exiMence." 

The  last  case  to  W  disposed  of  was  that  of  tlie  medical 
examiner.  Dr.  James  Caniac  Smythe.  The  evidence  of  his 
active  participation  in  the  conspiracy  was  brief  but  conclusive. 
In  the  course  of  a  comprehensive  summary,  Justice  O'Brien, 
turning  to  the  prisoner,  used  Itit*  following  forcible  language: 

"  It  you  had  not  ttecn  guilty  of  this  offense,  no  other  person  could 
have  been  found  guiUy.  The  crime  could  not  have  been  eomtnitted 
without  your  concurrence.  You  were  placed  in  a  position  o(  great 
trust  by  the  insurance  comjiany;  ydu  were  expected  to  perform  your 
duly,  to  represent  truth  and  nghl-  You  betrayed  your  trust,  and  you 
arc   tnoralty    responsible   for   the    tact   that    four   persons   are   now 
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imprisoned   under  ihc  drtrrsdation   and   punishmrni    ol  a   senience, 
whkb,  U  you  tud  done  your  duty,  would  have  been  ivened." 

Dr.  Smythe  was  sentenced  to  six  monilis'  imprisonment, 
a  small  matter  in  itself  compareil  willi  his  profcssiona]  and 
social  ruin. 

The  (ollowing  extract  (rom  the  Dublin  Daily  Exfyrcss  will 
serve  as  a  specimen  of  the  newspaper  comments  uf  the  time 
(October.  1888}: 

"  After  a  trial  which  occupied  the  court  for  (our  days,  the  prisoners, 
Matthews  and  Pres*.  who  were  indicit-d  for  conspiracy  to  defraud  the 
Equilabtc  Insurance  Company,  were  found  guilty  and  tenienccd  to 
'——  penal  servitude,  it  may  \x  thought,  or  at  least  two  years'  impris- 
onment. No,  but  to  nine  months'  imprisonment  with  liard  laborl 
We  venture  to  say  that  the  punishment  will  excite  as  much  astonith- 
tnent  Irom  tis  lit^htnesK  as  did  the  fratida  themselves  by  thdr  enormity. 
Many  and  inscrutable  arc  the  mysteries  of  the  law,  but  its  proverbial 
anccriainty  is  surpassed  in  this  sentence.  The  frauds  which  have 
been  revealed  in  this  case  were  not  absolutely  novel  in  their  main 
lealurcs.  but  their  niaKoitudc  and  Luriiiiudc  were  tprcaccr  than  any 
niiich  have  been  bruuitlit  tu  light  within  living  memory  in  Ircbmli 
and,  having  regard  to  the  position  ol  the  swindlers  who  were  engaged 
in  them,  and  the  circumstances  under  which  they  were  committed,  we 
think  It  would  be  hard  to  find  a  parallel  for  them.  It  was  not  (he 
case  of  a  set  of  desperate  adventurers  who  had  to  lire  by  their  wits, 
and  were  under  the  pressure  of  want  without  any  regular  employ- 
ment or  means  of  earning  an  honest  hviuR.  The  pns<>ncrs  who  were 
convicted  on  Saturday  occupied  reipcctablc  positions  as  traders  in 
Belfast,  and  one  of  them  is  possessed  of  considerable  properly.  .  .  . 
Smytlic  and  Ore,  as  well  a»  Matthews  and  Press,  set  to  work  to 
obtain  every  bad  life  which  could  be  found  in  the  city,  in  order  to 
iosi:rc  them.  A  wretched  oyster-man  was  insured  for  Ia,ooa  A 
clerk  of  tbe  markets  who  was  dismissed  for  intemperate  habits  and 
nesleet  of  dtity  was  insured  (or  is,0oo,  and  Maltbcw»  hoped  to  bring 
the  Insurance  up  to  izaooo.  A  respectable  merchant  of  the  city  hap- 
pened to  take  ill  and  had  to  go  abroad.  This  was  a  chance  for  the 
twtndlers.  and  accordinsly  an  application  and  medical  certificate  were 
forged  and  a  policy  (or  £5.000  obtained  in  his  name,  hut  when  he 
returned  in  good  health  the  cnierpriaing  Matthews  broke  of!  tb*  bar- 
gain. It  would  not  do  to  injure  such  a  Ufc.  and  the  policy  was 
transferred  to  another.  Some  of  the  insured  persons  died  in  a  short 
time,  but  the  frauds  having  been  discovered,  tin  claim  was  made  by 
the  holders  of  the  policies,  and.  on  the  contrary,  policies  to  ilie 
amount  ol  ii6.00O,  on  which  over  £500  had  been  paid  as  premiums, 
were    surrendered    without  any   compensation.     So   widely    ramified 
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and  heinous  a  system  of  fraud  has  noi  been  discovered  (or  many 
years.  The  public  were  shocked  at  th«  rev<;bti&ni,  ani  expected 
tliat  after  an  imposing  trial  at  ihc  special  assiies,  which  seemed  to 
indicate  thnt  the  Crown  attached  grreat  impoitance  to  the  vindication 
oi  the  law  in  such  a  case,  such  a  puRishmerit  would  lie  indicted  upon 
them  as  wonlcl  deter  others  from  committing  a  similar  crime.  But 
oh!  must  lame  aitd  impotent  conclusion;  a  sentence  of  nine  months' 
imprisonment  will,  it  is  to  be  feared,  rather  encourage  other  adven- 
turers la  t peculate  in  the  same  way." 

The  tendency  to  make  political  capita!  out  of  such  a  miscar- 
riage of  justice  was  nowliere  more  notable  tlian  in  tliat  Home 
Rule  jounial,  tlic  Dublin  Slar,  tlie  paper  of  a  very  lively  mem- 
ber of  Parliament,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor.  In  connection  witli 
the  case  the  following  breezy  editorial  is  worth  preserving: — 

"  It  sometimes  seems  a  pity  thai  tliere  is  no  mclliod  of  overliauHng 
the  conduct  of  judges.  Enthroned  in  a  position  almost  of  omnipo- 
tence, these  Ecntlcmcn  arc  able  often  (o  overthrow  the  law  they  were 
intended  to  administer,  and  as  in  the  recent  outburst  of  Mr.  Justice 
Grantham,  to  violate  all  tlie  decencies  of  life  and  all  the  couvcntions 
of  fair  play.  The  House  o!  Commons  remains  as  the  ereat  court  of 
appeal  (or  alt  the  nation;  though  whenever  an  inconvenient  mquiry 
is  mined,  the  minister  is  always  ready  to  get  up  and  declare  the 
incompetence  of  the  House  to  discuss  the  decisions  of  courts. 
Nevertheless  we  sincerely  hope  that  attention  will  be  called  to  the 
scandalous  conduct  ol  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  in  reference  to  what  are 
known  as  the  great  insurance  frauds. 

This  whole  story  is  one  of  the  most  startling  in  all  criminal 
history.  A  number  ol  men  in  Belfati  conspired  to  rob  the  Equitable 
Lite  Assurance  Society  ol  New  York.  The  plan  was  t(»  hunt  up  some 
poor  devil  who  was  drinking  himself  quickly  to  death,  or  who  was 
already  in  the  last  stage  of  disease,  to  forge  an  application  without 
his  knowledge  for  an  insurance,  then  to  forge  tlie  certificate  of  the 
doctor;  and  when  the  tippler  or  the  consumptive  came  to  his  early 
end,  to  pocket  the  policy.  The  conspiracy  was  gigantic  and  wide- 
spread in  its  operations.  Not  satisfied  with  Belfast,  it  went  through 
the  whale  county  of  .\ntrim,  until  the  policies  taken  out  reached  the 
enormous  tigurc  of  £40.000.  .'\t  last,  through  some  accident,  a  clue 
was  given;  it  was  followed  up  and  this  tremendous  network  of  fraud 
was  unravelled.  The  discovery  of  the  kind  oi  persons  involved  was 
as  astouttding  as  the  gigantic  nature  of  the  operation;  for  at  the 
head  and  front  of  thi^  vile  plot  were  men  of  great  wealth,  ol  con- 
spicuous piety,  and.  without  exception,  they  were  pillars  o(  the  loy- 
alist party.  Mr.  Chestnutte  Smythc,  who  was  the  leading  figure  in 
the  conspiracy,  was  secretary  of  the  Reception  Committtcc  that  wcl- 
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comcd  Mr.  Ch&inbcTlaini  and  <Ioubtl««s  me  in  th«  mind  of  tlul 
renegade  when  he  waj  pointing  lO  ihc  contrail  bclwccn  llic  poverty 
and  diihon«&t^  of  the  Souihem  Nationalist  and  the  iiurdy  honesty 
and  stable  prosperity  of  the  Northi:rn  Loyalist.  The  name  ol  Mr. 
James  Henderson,  the  proprietor  of  the  Bellul  News  Letter — the  chief 
organ  in  Ulster  of  the  Orange  party— hat  been  mentioned  in  a  way 
and  with  a  frequency  ihxt  suggeiti  that  either  he  ought  to  be  in  the 
dock  or  somebody  else  ought  to  be  the  defendant  in  an  action  for 
libel.  Mr,  Dunlop,  another  of  the  foicniost  conspirators,  is  rcporicd 
to  be  a  man  worth  iSo.ooo;  and  several  others  of  the  swindlers  are 
also  men  of  large  nicana.  The  guilt  was  brought  cicaily  home,  fur 
Mr.  Cheslnuitc  Smyth — the  companion  and  patron  ol  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain— was  admitted  as  informer,  and  revealed  the  whole  »tory.  And 
now  comes  the  most  scandalous  feature  of  the  whole  business.  If 
tlicre  wert  ever  a  pack  of  ruffians  that  deserve  to  be  sent  to  a  pro- 
longed period  of  penal  servitude,  they  were  the  men  cngftgcd  in  this 
conspiracy.  They  had  not  the  temptation  of  poverty;  ihey  acted  from 
pure,  nnadalterated,  wicked  greediness.  Some  years  ago  a  few  Amer- 
icans— men  o(  desperate  fortune*  and  clamant  needs — entered  into  a 
eonspiraey  to  rob  the  Hank  of  l^iigland.  They  were  all  sentenced 
to  penal  senitude  either  for  M  years  or  lor  life,  and  only  one— so 
far  as  we  know — has  ever  been  Teleasecl;  and  he  was  a  broken  man. 
If  these  men,  being  Irishmen,  had  also  been  Nationalists,  tlicy  would 
have  fared  as  itl.  The  same  judge  who  tried  them  sent  a  few  yean 
ago  an  tiiitortunale  young  bank  clerk,  who  stole  tinder  ilie  influence 
of  bad,  dissolute  cotnpanions.  to  seven  years'  penal  servitude.  What 
think  you  was  the  sentence  of  Dunlop — the  scoundrel  with  £8o,0CD, 
who  grasped  at  more  and  robbed  and  forged  to  obuia  it?  Just  nine 
months!  One  ol  the  other  conspirators  got  oft  with  six  months; 
and  Mr.  Chcstnuttc  Smyth,  the  friend  of  Mr.  Chamberlain— having 
played  the  Juda.^;  pan  one  would  expect  (rom  hi«  alliances — escaped 
scot  free.  This  Kandaious  result  has  proved  too  much  even  for  the 
Daily  Expreis,  whose  friends  and  supporters  were  implicated.  The 
frauds  it  rightly  declares  "of  a  magnitude  and  a  (urpitnde  greater 
than  any  which  has  been  brought  to  light  within  living  memory  in 
Ireland";  and  it  adds  that  "a  sentence  of  nine  months'  impriton- 
ment  will,  it  is  to  be  feared,  rather  encourage  other  adventurers  to 
speculate  in  the  same  way."  To  make  this  part  of  the  story  com- 
plete, we  should  add  tliat  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  whom  all  the  journal- 
ism o(  Ireland — with  the  exception  of  the  Belfast  News  Letter,  Mr 
Henderson's  paper — hove  united  in  denouncing,  is  an  intimate  friend 
of  Mr.  Wilson,  the  chief  calumniator  of  the  Times,  and  i.i  credited  in 
Ireland  with  some  share  in  the  production  of  the  articles  which, 
being  tmdcT  judicial  investigation,  wc  cannot  now  adequately  de- 
uritie. 
Two  or  three  things  finally  Riuat  be  said  as  to  this  case.    We  have 
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no  desire  nrhat«vcr  to  make  all  Belfast  mponsible  for  the  villainies 
which  have  al  bit  been  exposed,  although  the  judge  did  make  the 
sitjnificant  remark  that  all  Belfast  seemed  to  be  more  or  less  con- 
cerned in  the  (raud.  But  it  is  permissible  10  observe  that  if  a  whole- 
sale fraud  had  been  exposed  in  which  Nationalists  were  the  guilty 
parties,  ai  extensive  as  chat  which  has  junl  been  revealed  in  BcHast. 
it  would  have  been  utilised  on  every  Unionist  platform  in  England 
as  a  final  and  convincing  argument  against  Home  Rule.  In  the 
absence  of  any  such  ionne  hnucht.  the  loyal  inhabitants  of  BeKs'd 
arc  6till  represented  as  loo  loyal,  too  honest,  too  virtuous,  too  law- 
abiding  to  be  put  under  the  toot  of  a  dishonest,  iinmoral.  disloyal 
Pamcllite  Parliament  in  Dublin.  Have  wc  not  in  the  face  ol  such 
disclosures  heard  enough  of  those  ctilogioi  of  the  north  of  Ireland  at 
the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the  country?  And  finally,  one  of  the  great 
arguments  on  which  the  Unionists  support  Coercion,  is  the  impossi- 
bility of  getting  verdicts  even  when  the  guilt  ol  the  accused  is 
palpable.  Wc  defy  any  Unionist  to  point  to  a  single  case  in  which 
X  Nationalist  jury  has  refused  to  convict  a  swindler  such  as  xny  one 
of  thnse  concerned  in  the  great  Equitable  fraud.  But  90  much  were 
the  Crown  afraid  of  the  loyal,  and  the  law-abiding,  and  the  moral, 
and  the  honest,  and  the  virtuous,  and  the  Unionist  jurors  ol  Belfast, 
that  they  transferred  this  case  to  the  Wicltlow  Assizes — assizes  held 
in  another  county  and  in  another  province.  The  less  we  hear  ol 
loyalist  Belfast  in  tlie  future  the  better." 

THE   BLACKBURN    GAMBLERS, 

Nearly  three  years  after  the  nefarious  transactions  in  Beliast, 
a  concerted  purpose  to  revive  them  on  a  larger  scale,  and  with 
even  greater  audacity,  was  discovered  in  Blackburn,  a  Lanca- 
shire town.  Mr.  Bain,  tlic  editor  of  the  Belfast  Insurance  and 
Financial  Gazette,  who  was  one  of  the  prime  movers  in  unearth- 
ing the  memorable  conspiracy  in  his  own  city,  was  largely 
instrumental  in  exposing  tlie  Blackburn  copyists.  He  pu!t>- 
lished  a  list  of  cases  (September,  1890),  the  record  of  which 
came  into  Iiis  possession,  and  his  comments  upon  them,  some 
of  which  we  subjoin,  are  amusing. 

In  the  proposal  forms  one  of  the  lives  referred  lo  was  de- 
scribed as  a  coal  dealer,  antl  very  naturally  the  companies  with 
whom  the  assurances  were  effected  assumed  that  a  man  carry- 
ing £1,900  of  assurance  was  in  a  good  way  of  business.  The 
description  was  literally  true,  but  who  would  have  dreamed  (hat 
the  coal  dealer  insured  fur  £1,900  was  a  hawker  ol  odd  bags  of 
coal,  and  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  patiper? 
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The  gentleman  insured  for  £4,000  was  described  as  an  under- 
taker and  coach  proprietor,  his  only  claim  to  such  designations 
arising  from  the  circumstance  tliat  he  was  employed  in  an 
undertaker's  yard  in  the  capacity  of  a  cab  washer  and  a  stable 
assistant. 

The  magnate  of  Blackburn,  upon  whose  life  the  assurance 
comi>anies  were  interested  to  the  extent  of  ig.ooo.  was  intro- 
duced to  tlieir  notice  as  a  poultry  salesman,  but  how  this  occu- 
pation was  selected,  unless  simply  at  random,  it  Is  impossible  to 
say,  unless  that  in  his  actual  vocation  of  a  loiterer  about  the 
market  he  was  of  service  in  watching  that  the  poultry  did  not 
escajic.  He  was  aware  of  the  fact  that  death  would  materially 
increase  his  commercial  value,  but  so  long  as  his  income  of 
odd  shillings  tt-as  enhanced  by  fees  for  signing  insurance  papers 
"  he  did  not  care  how  long  the  thing  went  on." 

To  put  it  plainly,  the  man  carrying  ^3,880  of  insurance  is  a 
pauper,  but  tlie  fact  that  he  hawked  "churchwardens"  in  a 
basket,  when  he  could  raise  sufficient  coppers  to  purcliasc  a 
stock,  suggested  the  idea  that  his  proposal  would  be  acceptable 
when  he  assumed  the  role  of  a  pipe  manufacturer.  Wlien  trade 
is  depressed,  or  his  funds  arc  at  a  tow  ebb,  this  life,  insured 
for  thousands,  takes  refuge  in  the  workhouse,  but  his  extreme 
poverty  and  misery,  instead  of  exciting  sympathy  and  com- 
passion, created  a  desire  to  coin  money  on  his  deathbed. 

Next  in  order  comes  a  builder  and  conlractor,  who,  as  liis 
own  worst  enemy,  presented  admirable  feature*)  for  speculative 
insurance,  which  were  rather  enhanced  in  value  than  otherwise 
by  tlic  secret  knowledge  of  tlic  Blackburn  gamblers — and 
which  for  obvious  reasons  was  conceaJed  from  the  companies — 
that  the  unfortunate  man  was  in  reality  a  steeplejack.  No 
doubt  it  was  aggravating  to  the  gentleman  who  owned  the 
policies  that,  wht^n  in  a  suitable  condition  of  mind  and  body 
for  transforming  the  policies  into  cash  orders,  the  builder  and 
contractor  was  not  permitted  to  ascend  and  sweep  chimney 
stacks,  although  to  persons  of  a  different  constitution  it  would 
be  a  comfort  to  know  that  as  a  consequence  blood  did  not  lie 
at  their  threshold. 

A  laborer  and  a  working  tailor  are  two  other  subjects  from 
whose  deaths  handsome  profits  might  have  been  realized.     It  is 
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scarcely  necessary  to  say  tliat  al!  these  unfortunate  creatures 
are  tlie  victims  of  intemperate  habits,  but  it  is  dreadful  to  liave 
to  add  that  there  is  good  reason  tp  believe  that  every  facili^ 
was  being  afTorilcd  to  some  of  tliem,  by  the  owners  of  the 
policies,  for  indulging  in  their  craving  for  drink.  Insuring 
men's  lives  with  the  knowledge  that  they  were  drunkards,  and 
subscquenlJy  supplying  Ihem  with  drink,  is  an  outrage  which 
could  only  reflect  credit  upon  the  ingenuity  and  rapacity  of  a 
heathen  community. 

A  DONATION   PARTY.  AND   WHAT  CAME   OF  IT. 

The  rector  of  an  Episcopal  church  in  a  thriving  town  in  the 
West  had  a  donation  party  early  in  the  month  of  January.  1866, 
and  divers  good  gifts  fell  to  his  portion  upon  that  occasion. 
The  wishes  for  a  happy  new  year  were  not  conventional  or 
empty-sounding,  but  were  pronounced  with  an  emphasis  full  of 
substantial  meaning.  With  the  replenishment  of  his  scanty 
purse,  the  good  rector's  heart  was  fuH  of  love  toward  all  his 
pariithioners.  More  than  that,  parish  boundaries  did  not  limit 
the  overflow  of  his  benevolent  feelings,  and  thus  he  bethought 
himself  of  Brother  Farrand,  a  resident  Presb>'terian  clergyman, 
who.  poor  fellow,  had  sustained  a  se%Trc  accidental  injury  to  his 
hip  and  spine  the  November  previous,  and  who  v,-as  now  barely 
able  to  limp  around  upon  crutches.     To  think  was  to  act,  with 

our  worthy  rector,  and  he  immediately  sought  out  Dr. , 

who  was  present  at  the  party,  and  consulted  him  as  to  the 
probabilities  and  possibilities  of  Brother  F.'s  recovery.  The 
doctor  was  prepared  to  say  at  once  that,  in  his  opinion.  Brother 
F.  had  sustained  such  injuries  as  would  cause  his  death  ulti- 
mately; possibly  he  might  live  for  many  months,  or  long 
enough  to  die  from  other  causes,  but  in  any  event  he  was  at 
all  times  liable  to  accidental  aggravation  of  his  injuries,  such 
as  surely  would  carry  him  off. 

The  rector  had  been  revolving  in  his  mind  a  course  that 
seemed  to  be  advantageous,  and  his  reflections  assumed  still 
greater  importance  upon  learning  the  doctor's  prognostications. 
It  had  occurred  to  him  that  Brother  Farrand  should  be  insured, 
and  that  without  further  delay;  and  he  concluded  to  pay  the 
required  premium  oat  of  the  proceeds  of  his  donation  party. 
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The  doctor  guggested  that  Brother  Karrand  was  scarcely  in  con- 
dition to  undergn  a  favorable  meilical  examination  for  a  life 
polic)-  of  insunuice.  Tlie  rector  replied  that  he  understood 
that  perfectly  well;  an  ordinary  life  policy,  of  course,  was  out 
of  the  question,  but  would  not  an  accident  policy  answer  the 
purpose?  Had  not  Brother  Farrand  niel  with  an  accident — a 
serious,  and  ultimately  fatal  accident?  Was  it  not  (or  such  as 
he  that  an  accident  insurance  policy  would  be  of  special  value? 
He  would  ask  Mr.  M,  who  was  present  at  the  part)-,  and  whom 
they  both  well  knew  as  a  worthy  and  wealthy  na-nibcr  of  the 
rector's  flock.  He  knew  tliat  \t.  held  tlie  agency  of  an  acci- 
dent insiiraiice  roinpany,  and  furthermore  he  Iiad  seen  It 
advertised  in  his  ]>a|)er  that  for  such  insurance  there  was  "no 
medical  examination  required."  Surely,  if  ever  Uiere  was  a 
case  in  which  no  medical  examination  was  rc(.|»ircd  or  even 
compatible  with  insurance,  it  must  lie  that  of  Brotlier  Farrand. 

Notwithstatidine  tlic  cheer  and  cliatter.  the  interruptions  and 
the  gayeties  of  the  occasion,  the  rector,  the  doctor,  and  the  agent 
wct^  soon  in  conference,  and  engaged  in  the  ctmsidcration  of 
the  proposition  suggested  by  the  rector.  It  was  speedily  de- 
lerminL'tl  that  an  in-surancc  iK)Iicy  might  issue  properly  against 
sttbii^util  injury,  and  it  was  then  and  there  <lccidcd  that  such 
a  policy  should  be  written.  The  rector  was  a  man  of  prompt 
action,  and  he  at  once  announced  his  willingness  and  his  de- 
termination to  pay  the  premium,  and  directed  agent  M.  to 
write  a  policy  in  the  principal  sum  of  $5,000  for  the  benefit  of 
Brother  F.'s  wife.  Tlie  agent  was  more  dilator)'  in  his  action. 
however,  and  it  was  not  until  after  poor,  unfortunate  Brother 
Farrand  had  sustained  a  second  tall  and  injury  thai  the  policy 
was  finally  written  and  delivered,  though  dated  back  to  Febru- 
ar>'  1st.  The  later  accident  and  injury  occurred  February  19th, 
several  weeks  subsequent  to  the  donation  pirty. 

As  was  fully  expected  at  the  time  of  ivriting  the  policy,  death 
soon  terminated  the  sufferings  of  Brother  F.,  and  the  policy  be- 
came a  claim  for  $5,000.  Affirmative  proofs  of  death,  in  sup- 
port of  the  claim,  were  dulj'  prepared  and  forwarded  to  the 
Travelers  Insurance  Company,  wherein  it  was  fully  set  forth 
how  and  whereby  the  injury  of  I-'cbruary  l9lh  was  the  proxi- 
mate and  sole  cause  of  death. 
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This  litUc  scheme  occurred  during  the  early  history  oi  acci- 
dent insurance  in  this  couiitT>',  and  as  the  parties  presenting  the 
claim  were  of  that  high-toned  respectabilitj-  which  ought  to 
carry  unchallenged  honesty  along  with  it,  the  company  saw  no 
reason  to  question  its  validity.  The  sum  insured  was  promptly 
paid  by  the  company  hy  means  of  a  check  for  $5,000  to  the 
order  of  Mrs.  Farrand,  the  bcncficiar)'  named  in  the  policy, 
which  was  forwarded  through  the  hands  of  agent  M.,  who  was 
instructed  to  deliver  the  check  and  obtain  the  usual  discharge 
of  the  policy  and  claim.  Then  commenced  a  Httle  game,  an 
inkling  of  which  coming  to  the  knowledge  of  the  company 
several  months  afterward,  an  investigation  was  set  on  foot 
which  soon  unearthed  the  whole  matter,  __^^ 

It  appeared  tiiat  altliough  agent  M.  did  not  concoct  the 
scheme,  he  was  well  aware  tliat  he  was  a  party  to  the  fraud 
from  the  first;  and  as  he  intended  and  tried  to  swindle  Mrs. 
Farrand,  the  widow,  out  of  a  part  of  the  insurance  money  after 
he  got  possession  of  it,  his  motive  was  apparent.  Of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  $5,000  check  which  Mrs.  R  intrusted  him  to  col- 
lect for  her.  she  received : 

In  cash   %     90 

Notes  and  Morteascs 3.000 

do.  do.        (of  dotiblful  raltic) 3.000 

County  bond   ., aoo 

Total $4.2po 

Agent  M.  soon  found  himself  in  impleasant  business  relations 
with  his  company,  together  with  a  criminal  prosecution  staring 
him  in  the  face.  No  escape  was  open  to  him  save  through  full. 
complete  restitution  to  the  company  he  had  defrauded,  and  this 
he  was  able  to  make,  and  did  make.  TIjc  entire  sum  ■was 
refunded  by  him  to  the  company,  tofjclhcr  with  a  sufficient 
amount  in  addition  thereto  to  defray  all  costs,  expenditures, 
and  outlays  of  every  description  which  the  company  had  in- 
curred in  consequence  of  this  conspiracy  to  defraud  its  treasury. 
Moreover,  he  could  not  go  into  a  court  of  law  or  equity  against 
the  widow,  and  exhibit  clean  hands,  therefore  he  could  not 
recover  any  portion  of  the  sum  he  had  paid  her,  and  he  did 
not  attempt  it.  He  professed  sincere  penitence,  and  promised 
thereafter  to  lead  a  life  of  hones^, 
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MYSTERIOUS  DISAPPEARANCES. 

IHFEKKNCCS  AND    PRESUM PTIOMS   OF    DEATH;    UKIVERSAL 
rKtfrKKENCK    KOK    THE    DHOWNING   TKICK. 

Under  ttw  comprehensive  term,  "  mysterious  disappearance," 
may  be  plasHcd  a  majority  of  the  frauds  upon  lik- •insurance 
coinpaqj^.  Adventurers  who  Iiesitatc  at  the  commission  of 
capitaJ  crnnes  are  quite  w-illing  to  leave  behind  them,  through 
tlie  dramatic  effect  of  dissolving  views,  reasonable  conclusions 
or  presumptions  of  tlu-ir  death. 

There  is  a  remarkable  monotony  in  the  recurrence  of  these 
disappearances,  the  favorite  method  in  most  cases  being  by 
immersion  and  pretended  drowning  in  some  convenient  stream 
of  water.  It  is  a  trick  which  is  usually  planned  with  a  good 
deal  of  art  and  cxccute<l  with  a  good  deal  of  skill;  yet  there 
is  almost  always  an  car-mark  or  trail  which,  however  insigni- 
ficant to  an  untulorc<l  eye.  is  sure  to  lead  to  eventual  capture. 
The  case  of  a  Massachusetts  merchant,  as  related  by  W.  G. 
Davics,  Esq.,  in  an  address  before  the  New  York  Medico- 
Legal  Society,  may  be  taken  as  the  type  of  a  large  class.  He 
had  embarrassed  his  affairs  by  a  long-continued  series  of  for- 
geries, had  become  somewhat  apprehensive  of  the  result  to 
himself,  and  endeavored  to  solve  his  difficulties  by  a  mysterious 
disappearance  from  a  Fall  River  boat.  lie  was  known  to  have 
left  New  York  on  it,  but  was  not  seen  the  next  morning,  and 
on  examination  his  outer  clothing  was  found  tn  his  state-room, 
but  no  trace  of  himself.  His  life  was  heavily  insured,  he  was 
knoftn  to  be  financially  embarrassed,  and  the  first  supposition 
naturally  was  that  he  had  coniniittcd  suicide.  Unfortunately 
for  the  success  of  his  well-laid  plans,  the  victims  of  his  crimes 
were  sufficiently  skeptical  of  his  death  to  secure  a  large  detec- 
tive force  to  trace  him.  and  their  efforts  resulted  in  his  arrest 
at  San  Francisco  as  he  was  about  to  embark  for  Australia. 
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His  plan  of  operation  had  been  very  simple — he  merely  left 
tlie  suit  of  clothes  he  had  worn  In  liis  stale-room,  taking  an- 
other from  his  valise,  shaved  his  beard  and  whiskers,  and 
stepped  forth  so  altered  that  no  casual  observer  the  next  morn- 
ing Tecog:nized  tiim  as  the  man  he  had  seen  the  night  before. 
Mr.  Davies  also  gives  the  following  particulars  of  an  attempt 
to  defraud  three  insurance  companies  hy  two  men  named  Shei>- 
herd,  who,  in  the  construction  of  their  plot,  exhibited  more 
care  and  greater  attention  to  details. 


A  POTOMAC  RIVER  CASE. 

About  the  middle  of  July,  1873,  one  George  Shepherd  called 
at  the  house  of  a  fanner  in  Maryland,  living  nwir  the  Putuinac 
River,  nearly  opposite  Alexandria,  and  asked  and  obtained  per- 
mission to  spend  the  night.  One  of  the  family  was  a  boy  of 
about  sixteen  years  of  age,  apparently  a  simple,  well-nicaning 
creature,  not  overburdened  witli  lirains,  who  seemed  to  Shep- 
herd a  fitting  tool  for  the  scheme  he  had  in  mind,  In  the  course 
of  the  evening's  conversation  he  suggested  to  the  fanner,  who 
spoke  of  his  desire  for  additional  help  In  harvesting,  that  he  had 
a  brother  living  with  him  in  Alexandria  who  would  be  glad  to 
accept  a  short  engagement.  The  proposal  was  accepted  and 
James  Shepherd  entered  intci  the  farmer's  employ,  his  brother 
visiting  htm  almost  dally  and  thus  continuing  his  own  act|uaint- 
ance  with  the  family,  After  a  week  of  these  preliminaries, 
James,  who  had  by  this  time  become  quite  well  acquainted  with 
the  boy  already  mentioned,  proposed  to  him  one  evening  to  go 
out  on  the  river  for  a  fishing  excursion  with  his  brother  George, 
and  the  two  together  went  to  the  water,  where  they  found  George 
in  a  boat.  This  latter  had  some  peculiarities  of  construction 
which  are  entitled  to  especial  mention.  It  was  an  ordinary 
working-boat  about  twelve  feet  in  length,  having  two  seats  in 
the  centre,  but  none  in  the  bow  or  stern.  On  the  latter  was 
fastened  a  platform  which  projected  out  over  the  water  some 
ten  or  twelve  inches,  and  almost  as  much  on  each  side,  and  a 
rope  ran  along  the  out.<;ide  of  the  boat  from  the  bow  to  the  stern. 
and  dragged  some  additional  Icngtli  in  the  water.  Tlie  weather 
■was  warm,  hut  George  wore  a  rubber  coat  over  his  other  cloth- 
ing.   In  this  boat  thus  prepared  the  party  started  about  dusk. 
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James  and  the  boy  each  pulling  an  oar  and  George  sitting  in  the 
stem.  Tliey  stopp«i  twice  and  ancliorcd  to  6sh,  and  having 
consumed  the  time  until  it  was  quite  dark,  tlic  night  being 
clouily,  the  Shepherds  proposed  to  pult  up  the  anchor  and  go 
ajihorc.  They  were  then  on  the  flats  between  the  channel  and 
the  shore,  the  moon  was  obscured  by  lliick  clouds,  and  the  only 
light  visible  proceeded  from  a  light-house  on  the  Virginia 
shore  opposite  to  them.  On  the  return  trip  the  iKJsition  o(  tlie 
parties  was  somewhat  altered:  George  sat  in  the  bow  of  the 
boat,  the  boy  in  tlic  centre,  pulling  both  oars,  so  that  his  back 
was  towards  him  and  his  attention  fully  occupied,  and  James 
on  the  other  seat  Suddenly,  as  ttie  boat  was  proceeding 
quietly  without  any  jar  or  shock,  a  splash  was  heard.  James 
cried  out  that  his  brother  had  fallen  overboard,  and  the  hoy 
turning  his  head,  saw  him  for  one  brief  instant  near  the  boat 
on  the  surface  of  the  water,  beneath  which  he  immediately 
sank.  The  two  rowed  about  for  some  time,  and  pt)ked  witli 
tlieir  oars  on  the  bottom  of  the  river,  but  of  course  did  not 
find  what  one  of  them,  at  least,  knew  very  well  was  not  there. 
After  fifteen  minults  spent  in  this  useless  employment  they 
proceeded  to  the  shore,  when  the  hoy  was  at  once  sent  to  a 
distance  to  inform  a  neighbor  of  the  accident,  thus  giving 
George  an  opportunity  of  coming  out  from  under  the  stern 
of  the  boat,  where  he  had  supported  himself  by  the  rope,  and 
betaking  himself  to  a  place  of  security.  The  neighbors  were 
told  the  story,  and  urged  to  search  for  the  body;  but  llie 
rogues  were  inferior  to  their  Iinglish  protot>-pes  in  neglecting 
to  procure  a  con>sc  to  personate  the  absent  one,  and  no  body 
was  ever  found.  James  remained  in  the  farmer's  employ  for 
a  few  days  longer,  until  he  liad  recovered  from  his  grief  suf- 
ficiently to  enable  him  to  take  the  boy  before  a  notarj-  public 
in  Alexandria,  and  have  him  swear  to  an  affidavit  detailing  the 
circumstances  of  the  death  of  George,  as  he  understood  them, 
and  then  he  too  disappeared  from  view  for  a  while 

About  this  time  the  police  of  Alexandria  became  very  much 
exercised  about  the  mysterious  movements  of  some  men  who 
appeared  to  be  living  in  a  swamp  near  the  town,  and  as  it  was 
feared  that  they  were  plotting  burglaries  at  least,  it  was  de- 
cided to  effect  their  capture.    A  sudden  and  unexpecte<l  move- 
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mcnt  resulted  in  the  discover)"  of  the  Shcplienis'  boat,  contain- 
ing two  men,  one  of  whom  escaped  at  the  first  alarm,  but  the 
other,  who  jirovcd  to  be  James  Shepherd,  was  taken  prisoner. 
He  was  found  to  be  heavily  armetl,  and  to  have  on  his  person 
three  policies  of  insurance  which  had  been  issued  by  as  many 
companies  upon  the  life  of  his  brother  George,  and  the  affida- 
vits of  the  lattcr's  death  made  by  the  boy  and  himself.  In  Uis 
first  fright  and  alarm  he  confessed  the  whole  fraud,  but  subse- 
quently decided  to  contradict  his  statements  and  to  plead  not 
guilty  to  the  indictment  which  was  found  ag^ainst  him  for  per- 
jury in  swearing  to  his  brother's  death;  the  event  proved  his 
wisdom,  (or  the  jiiry  before  whom  he  was  tried  were  unable 
to  make  up  what  tliey  were  pleased  to  call  their  minds,  although 
several  witnesses  deposed  to  having  seen  George  Shepherd 
since  tile  time  of  his  alleged  death,  ajid  their  disagreement 
was  a  virtual  discharge  of  the  prisoner.  He  was  so  embold- 
ened by  this  success,  that  he  had  an  administrator  of  his  broth- 
er's estate  appointed  in  Richmond  and  commenced  a  suit  on 
tlie  policies  in  his  name.  It  is  needless  to  add  that  it  was  not 
one  which  gave  the  ccmipantcs  interested  nmch  anxiety,  familiar 
as  tlicy  arc  with  the  extraordinary  vagaries  o(  petit  juries. 


THE  CURIOUS  CASE  OF  SAHGF.NT— ALLEN. 

For  bnldiirss  of  conception,  for  ingenuity  in  execution,  and 
fnr  tinbhishing  perjury  in  its  support,  this  conspiracy  to  defraud 
is  one  of  the  most  remarkable  of  its  kind.  The  facts  are  not 
numerous,  but  are  full  of  interest,  and  they  may  be  related, 
briefly,  as  follows: 

On  the  i6th  of  November,  1865,  a  man  calling  himself  John 
H.  Sargent  applied  to  the  agent  of  the  Travelers  Insurance 
Company  of  Hartford,  m  Beloit.  Wisconsin,  for  three  months' 
insurance  against  death  by  accident,  and  obtained  a  policy  in 
the  sum  of  $3,000.  This  man  ca,mc  from  Rockford,  Illinois, 
the  day  before,  in  company  with  a  woman  named  Mrs.  Achsah 
R  Follelt,  a  widow,  who  lived  near  Pecatonica,  Illinois.  He 
registered  their  names  at  the  Bushnell  House,  Beloit,  on  the 
15th  day  o(  November,  and  they  were  assigned  to  separate 
rooms.  They  were  married  the  next  morning  by  Rev.  S,  H. 
Stocking  of  Beloit,  in  presence  of  Mrs.  Stocking.  Miss  Stock- 
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ing,  and  Mrs.  Purcell,  all  residents  of  BeloiL  Sargent  applied 
for  his  insurance  policy  about  nine  o'clock  A.  M.,  after  his  mar- 
riage, suting  lliat  he  was  iii  a  ^eat  huiry  to  take  the  ten  o'clock 
train.  The  {Kilicy  was  written  and  delivered  to  him,  and  was 
made  jyayablc,  in  case  of  loss,  to  liis  wife,  Ach&ah  E.  Sargent. 
Both  parties  to  the  marriage  were  strangers  in  Bcloit. 

The  newly-wedded  couple  immediately  left  the  place,  and  we 
hear  notliing  further  concerning  them  until  on  the  morning  of 
December  [5th,  when  the  people  of  the  village  of  Pecatonica 
were  notified  by  Tfenr;-  J.  Allen  and  his  brother-in-law  Samuel 
A.  Corwin  of  that  place,  and  Emanuel  Hill  of  Kockford,  tliat 
John  H.  Sargent,  who  had  been  skating,  in  company  with  Cor- 
win, on  the  Pecatonica  River  during  the  afternoon  of  that  day, 
had  fallen  through  an  air-hole  and  disappeared  under  the  ice. 
Thorough  sesu"ch  for  the  body  was  immediately  instituted  and 
continued  during  the  next  two  days  by  a  large  number  of 
citizvns,  but  no  trace  of  it  was  discovered. 

Proofs  of  the  death  of  Sargent,  and  the  widow's  claim  which 
had  arisen  under  the  accident  policy,  were  forwarded  without 
delay  to  the  insurance  company— the  proof  papers  consisting 
of  the  affidavits  of  Allen,  Corwin,  and  Hill,  all  of  whom  swnre 
positively  to  the  drowning  of  Sargent  at  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  above  stated.  Soon  after  receiving  notice  of  this  loss 
a  special  agent  of  the  comjiany  visited  Pecatonica,  and  upon 
inquiry  of  the  citizens  as  to  the  facts  and  circumstances  sur- 
rounding the  accident,  he  came  to  the  conclusion  that,  although 
the  body  had  not  been  found,  there  was  no  good  rea.son  to 
doubt  the  death  of  the  insured.  The  people  generally  cx- 
piiessed  their  belief  in  the  occurrence  as  alleged,  though  there 
were  a  few  persons  who  held  a  different  opinion.  Tlie  officers 
of  the  company,  not  being  fully  satisfied,  directed  furtlier  inves- 
tigation, which  resulted  in  their  determination  to  withhold  im- 
mediate payment  of  tlic  claim,  although  there  was  nothing  but 
vagne  suspicion  to  justify  delay.  The  suspicion  was  founded 
mainly  upon  the  bad  character  which  the  parties,  especially 
Allen,  bore  in  their  own  neighborhood,  and  the  sing^ilar  cir- 
cumstance that  Sargent,  who  had  been  married  only  four  weeks 
(every  day  of  which  had  been  spent  away  from  his  bride)  did  not, 
on  h»  return  to  the  town  where  she  was  living,  first  visit  her 
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before  skating-  witli  his  friends  upon  the  I'ecatonici  River.  It 
tt'as  <leci<le(l  to  resist  at  law,  if  need  be,  what  a]>peare(l  to  be  an 
attempt  to  defraud  the  company. 

A  search  for  John  H.  Sargent  living  was  tlien  conitiienced, 
and  the  inquiry  pursued  diligently,  and  into  distant  regions,  for 
soini,-  three  months  without  success.  No  one  outside  o(  ihc 
Allen  clan  had  ever  seen  Sargcnl,  and  no  trace  of  the  man  could 
be  found  except  througli  them,  or  through  the  unsatisfactory 
information  which  they  were  willing  to  give.  In  the  course  of 
this  search  an  agent  of  the  eompany  visited  Beloit  and  inter- 
vieweil  the  clergyman  and  the  witnesses  who  were  present  at 
the  marriage  uf  Sargent  and  Mrs.  Follctt.  He  tlien  visited  the 
insurance  agent  at  Beloit,  who  issued  the  policy,  and  learned 
from  hini  that  Sargent  pawned  a  silver  watch,  of  little  value,  for 
the  premium  on  his  policy.  The  watch  had  been  sold,  but  was 
hunted  up  and  secured.  The  hotel  register  was  examined,  and 
it  was  found  that  Sargent  had  registered  his  name  with  the 
imtials  transposed  thus,  H.  J.  instead  of  J.  K.  Sargent.  The 
latter  circumstance  led  to  the  belief  that  "  Sargent  "  was  a  myth, 
and  that  the  name  was  adopted  for  fraudulent  purposes  by  the 
person  who  contracted  the  marriage  and  took  out  the  in.'^urancc 
policy.  While  one  might  transpose  the  initials  of  another's 
name  by  accident,  it  was  thought  impossible  that  such  a  mis- 
take would  occur  in  writing  one's  own  name.  The  circumstance 
recalled  the  fact  that  the  initials  of  Allen's  first  names  were  H. 
J.,  and  the  thought  suggested  itself  that  he  might  have  regis- 
tered the  naine,  and  that  in  doing  so  he  unwittingly  coinmittcd 
the  blunder.  Some  of  Allen's  handwriting  was  sought  and  ol>- 
taincd,  and  lo!  tlic  counterpart  of  Uic  letters  forming  the 
signature  of  J.  H.  Sargent  to  llie  apphcation  for  insurance  and 
of  H.  J.  Sargent  on  the  hotel  register,  was  unmistakably  there. 
Tt  was  also  ascertained  that  the  watch  had  been  repaired  at  a 
shop  in  Rocktord.  for  Henry  J.  Allen,  some  three  weeks  before 
the  time  when  it  vk^as  pawned  at  Beloit  for  the  insurance 
premium. 

Measures  were  then  taken  to  procure  a  sight  of  Allen  by  the 
clergyman  and  witnesses  to  the  marriage,  and  by  the  agent  who 
issued  the  policy.  One  of  these  identified  Allen,  positively,  as 
Sargent,  while  all  tlie  others  confirmed  this  identification  with 
more  or  less  certainty. 
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In  due  time  the  case  ol  Adisali  E.  SarKcnt  tvrjus  The 
Travelers  Insurance  Company  was  called  for  trial  in  the  Circuit 
Court  for  Boone  County,  Illinois.  The  plaintiff  tcslifieit  Uiat 
she  had  been  married  to  John  H.  Sarg:enl,  on  the  i6th  <lay  of 
Novimbcr,  1865;  that  immediately  after  the  marriage  Sargent 
took  out  tlie  insurance  policy  and  then  left  (or  the  oil  regions 
ot  Pennsylvania;  lliat  on  the  15th  day  of  December,  follou'ing. 
Sargent  arrived  in  Pecatonica  upon  the  westward  bound  train; 
that  on  that  afternoon  he  was  skating  on  the  Pecatonica  River 
in  company  with  Samuel  A.  Corwin;  and  that  while  so  skating, 
and  in  the  presence  of  Henry  J.  Allen  and  Emanuel  Hill,  who 
stooti  an  tlie  hank  of  the  river  at  the  time,  he  fell  into  an  air- 
hole and  was  drowned,  and  that  his  hotly  never  had  been  re- 
covered. On  cross-examination,  Mrs.  Sargent  was  unable  to 
give  any  facts  leading  to  tlic  identity  of  her  alleged  husband. 
She  did  not  know  his  nationality;  she  did  not  know  his  place 
of  birth;  and  she  was  ignorant  of  father,  mother,  brother,  or 
sister,  or  any  other  relative  near  or  remote.  She  had  simply 
married  him,  and  that  was  all;  for  the  same  day  he  left  her, 
and  she  never  saw  him  again.  Being  requested  to  describe  his 
personal  appearance,  she  drew  from  her  bosom  a  photograph, 
which  she  swore  was  a  true  and  correct  picture  t)f  her  husband 
John  H.  Sargent. 

Allen,  Corwin.  and  Hill  each  testified  to  their  acquaintance 
with  John  H.  Sargent,  and  to  the  particulars  of  his  accidental 
drowning,  of  which  they  were  eye-witnesses,  as  has  been  stated. 
Mrs.  Atmira  Allen,  wife  of  Henry  J.  Allen,  testified  tliat 
SargcTil  took  dinner  at  her  house  in  Pecatonica  on  the  day 
of  the  alleged  drowning,  and  that  she  heard  of  the  drowning  at 
about  five  o'clock  that  altcmoon.  Abram  D.  Allen,  father  of 
Henry  J.  Allen,  testified  that  he  knew  Sargent,  and  gave  a  de- 
scription of  his  personal  ai>pe.ir3nce ;  he  was  shown  the  photo- 
graph and  expres.ieH  his  opinion  that  it  was  the  picture  of 
Sai:gent.  Ann  Xf.  Redfield  testified  that  a  man  once  visite<l 
Mrs.  Follett's  house,  where  the  tvitness  was  living,  and  that 
Mrs.  Follett  told  her  the  man's  name  was  John  H.  Sargent; 
witness  had  a  distinct  view  of  the  man  at  the  time,  and  retained 
a  clear  recollection  of  his  appearance;  upon  being  shown  Hie 
photograph  she  identiiied  it  as  the  picture  of  the  man  called 
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Sargent  by  the  plaintiff,  Mrs.  Follett.  Mary  A.  Larkin  tes- 
tifie<l  that  she  -was  in  Bcloit  on  the  i6th  day  of  November,  1865, 
and  was  then  and  there  introduced  by  plaintiff  to  a  man  whom 
she  called  her  husband  and  by  the  name  of  Sargent.  On  being 
shown  the  photograpli  she  said  that  to  the  best  of  her  recol- 
lection it  was  tlie  picture  o(  the  man  introduced  to  her  as 
Sargent  Many  other  witnesses  were  examined  upon  minor 
points,  for  the  plaintiff. 

The  defence  to  the  action  was  stated  to  be,  in  substance, 
that  no  such  man  as  John  H.  Sargent  ever  existed;  that  the 
action  was  based  upon  a  conspiracy  to  defraud,  in  every  stage 
of  which  Henry  J.  Allen  was  the  chief  actor;  that  said  Allen 
himself,  under  the  assumeil  name  of  John  H.  Sargent,  went 
through  the  ceremony  of  niEuriage  with  Uic  plaiutifT,  at  the  time 
of  the  aiicged  marriage  at  Reloit;  and  that  it  was  Aller  who 
signed  the  application,  and  took  out  the  policy  of  insurance 
under  the  assuntcd  name  of  Sargent  That  no  person,  in  fact, 
was  drowned;  that  the  pretended  drowning  was  but  another 
stage  in  tlie  development  of  the  original  scheme  in  which  Allen. 
Hill,  and  Corwin  were  the  sole  actors;  and  that  no  other  per- 
son was  with  them  at  the  time  of  the  alleged  drowning — Allen 
skillfully  making  use  of  Hill,  who  was  a  stranger  in  Pecatonica, 
as  the  party  who  was  alleged  to  have  been  drowned.  And 
further,  that  on  the  23d  day  of  May,  1866,  a  little  more  than 
six  months  after  the  marriage,  the  plainlifT  was  delivered  of  a 
child,  and  titat  her  motive  in  participating  in  this  conspiracy 
was  to  conceal  the  presumed  criminal  intimacy  of  plaintiff  with 
Henry  J,  Allen,  as  well  as  to  obtain  money  fraudulently  on  the 
policy. 

For  the  defence.  Rev.  S.  H.  Stocking  testified  that  he  per- 
formed the  marriage  ceremony  between  a  man  calling  himself 
John  H.  Sargent  and  a  woman  calling  henwlf  Mrs.  A.  E. 
Fotlctt;  that  according  to  the  best  of  his  recollection,  and 
without  any  reasonable  doubt,  he  identified  Henry  J.  Allen  as 
the  same  man  and  the  plaintiff  as  the  same  woman.  Mrs.  E. 
A.  Purccll  testified  that  she  was  present  at  the  marriage  of  the 
parties;  that  she  next  saw  the  same  man  in  Pecatonica,  about 
four  or  five  weeks  previous  to  the  trial  of  this  cause;  that  he 
was  tlKn  and  is  now  known  by  tlie  name  of  Henry  J.  Allen; 
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that  she  had  no  doubt  in  her  recognition  of  him;  that  no  one 
pointed  him  out  to  her;  tliat  she  had  seen  him  since  in  Bcloit; 
aild  tiiat  she  had  no  doubt  he  was  the  man  wtinm  she  had  seen 
tnuricd  under  the  najiic  of  Sargent  A  clerk  to  the  insurajicc 
affent  at  Beloit  testified  that,  to  the  best  of  his  recollection, 
Allen  was  the  man  who  applied  for  the  insurance.  Another 
clerk  ideniilied  Allen,  and  had  no  reasonable  doubt  that  be 
was  the  man  who  applied  for  the  insurance  under  the  name  of 
Sargent,  Tliis  witness  aiso  identified  tlie  watch.  Joseph  Brit- 
tan,  agent  for  the  company,  testified  to  issuing  the  policy,  and 
receiving-  the  watch  in  pawn  for  payment  of  the  premium: 
identified  the  watch,  and  identified  Allen  as  being,  in  his 
judgment,  the  man  who  obtained  the  policy  and  signed  the 
name  of  John  H.  Sargent  to  the  application.  Tlic  clerk  of  tlw 
hotel  at  Beloit  identificKl  leaf  from  hotel  register,  and  testified 
that  the  signatures  H.  J.  Sargent  and  Mrs.  A.  E.  Follctt  were 
written  by  the  man  who  called  himself  Sargent  A  watchmaker 
in  Kockford  identified  the  watcli  as  one  which  had  been  left 
with  him  October  igth.  1865,  for  repair,  by  IIenr>-  J.  Allen,  to 
whom  he  delivered  it  again  October  22d.  The  handwriting  of 
Allen,  as  it  appeared  in  the  signature  to  tiic  application  for  in- 
surance and  in  the  names  upon  the  hotel  register,  was  recog- 
nized and  identified  by  no  less  than  five  citizens  of  Rockford, 
all  of  wtioni  had  had  correspondence  with  Allen  and  knew  his 
handwriting. 

Up  to  this  stage  of  the  trial,  which  had  occupied  more  than 
three  days,  both  plaintiff  and  defendant  had  presented  strong 
points  in  support  of  Uieir  respective  relations  to  the  cause. 
The  evidence  of  the  witnesses  for  the  plaintiff  would  seem, 
certainly,  to  have  been  of  such  a  nature  that  it  ought  to  have 
I)cen  conclusive;  and  although  some  of  these  witnesses,  in 
I»ublic  aitimatinn,  did  not  sustain  a  first-class  reputation  for 
truth  anil  veracity,  it  was  not  prohable  they  could  have  been 
impeached  through  the  evidence  of  other  witnesses  upon  that 
fact.  The  defendant  insurance  company  did  not  attempt  to 
do  this — in  fact,  it  became  unnecessary*.  On  the  fourth  day  tha 
defendant  produced  the  following  witnesses,  whose  brief  but 
overwhelming  evidence  will  best  tcU  its  o\vn  story. 

Lorin  M.  Whitney  testified  that  he  lived  in  Balavia,  Illinois, 


88 


MYSTERlOl 


antl  that  he  was  a  photoffnipher  by  occupation  The  photo- 
graph heretofore  introduced  in  evidence  by  the  plaintiff,  as  the 
picture  of  tlie  drowned  Sargent,  was  shown  to  witness,  who 
said:  "This  photograph  is  oF  my  make.  1  have  the  nega- 
tive from  which  this  picture  is  made.  I  took  the  negative,  aiid 
know  the  person  who  sat  for  it/'  (Witness  here  produced  tlie 
negative,  which  was  admitted  in  evidence  to  the  jury.)  "  The 
name  of  the  person  who  sat  for  this  negative  is  James  Clurc. 
He  Hves  in  Batavia,  Illinois;  is  a  tailor  by  trade,  and  is  still 
living.  I  have  seen  him  nearly  every  day,  and  /  tasl  saw  Itim 
about  an  hour  agof" 

Profound  amazement  pervaded  the  court-room,  and  amidst 
almost  breathless  silence  the  name  of  James  Clurc  was  called. 
Trom  a  retired  seat,  the  unmistakable  original  of  the  plaintilTs 
photograph  at  once  stepped  into  the  presence  of  the  Court, 
jury,  and  the  pl^ntifTs  astonished  counsel.  He  took  the  stand 
and  testified  as  follows: 

"  I  live  in  Batavia.  Illinois,  and  am  a  tailor  by  trade-  I  had 
some  photographs  taken  last  fall  by  Whitney  &  Kendig,  pho- 
tographers in  Batavia."  Witness  was  here  shown  the  photo- 
graph introduced  in  evidence  by  the  plaintiff  as  that  of  her  hus- 
band, Sargent,  and  said:  *'  This  is  one  of  tlie  photographs  I  hail 
taken.  I  am  acquainted  with  Henry  J.  Allen,  and  at  one  time 
served  under  him  in  the  army.  He  was  tlieti  captain  of  my 
company.  At  Allen's  request  I  sent  him  this  photograph 
about  tlie  first  of  November.  I  was  never  known  or  called  by 
the  name  of  John  H.  Sargent.  /  was  neirr  married  to  the 
plaintiff.     I  was  never  drowned  in  the  Pecatattica  River! " 

At  the  conclusion  of  Ourc's  testimony,  the  counsel  for  the 
plaintiff  made  a  fcL-blc  attempt  to  use  Weller's  infallible  recipe 
and  prove  an  alibi  for  Allen  at  the  time  of  his  mock  marriage 
witli  Mrs.  Follctt,  but  signally  failed,  and  in  freely  exhibited 
disgust  withdrew  the  suit, 

Tlic  discovery  of  the  final  and  conclusive  evidence  was  made 
during  the  trial.  Upon  examination  of  the  photograph  intro- 
duced by  tlie  plaintiff  as  the  ptclure  of  ber  husband  Sargent, 
the  defunct,  it  was  observed  quietly  tliat  there  were  certain 
marks  upon  the  back  of  it  indicating  the  name  and  residence 
of  Uic  photographer,  and  a  shrewd  man  was  seat  at  once  to 
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investigate  the  matter,  with  the  rcsnit  as  stated.  It  rcquirwl 
pretly  lively  work  on  the  part  o(  ihc  pLTsoti  in  pursuit  n(  knowl- 
edge under  difficulties  (for  he  had  not  the  photograph  itself  to 
take  with  him),  and  the  defendant's  counsel  had  to  manage 
adroitly  to  protract  tlie  trial  during  the  absence  of  the  person 
sent  When  the  witnesses  were  produced  in  Court  the  sensa- 
tion was  intensely  exciting,  and  the  conspirators"  cause  hope- 
lessly crushed. 

Henrj-  J.  Allen  and  the  "  Widow  Sargent "  were  subsequently 
indicted  by  the  grand  jury  oE  Rock  County,  Wisconsin  (in  which 
Bcloii  K  situatc<I)  for  bigamy.  Allen  had  absconded,  but  was 
found  in  Iowa,  where  he  was  laid  up  with  serious  bodily  in- 
juries which  he  liad  sustained  by  a  failing  tree  which  he  was 
ctltting.  He  was  brought  away  by  the  officers  of  justice,  on  a 
cot  or  stretcher,  as  soon  as  he  was  able  to  travel,  and  was  com- 
mitted to  jail  in  Janesville,  Wisconsin,  in  default  of  bail,  as  was 
also  the  widow.  After  remaining  in  jail  some  time,  and 
thereby  punished  to  some  extent,  though  not  so  much  as  their 
crimes  deserved,  they  were  released  on  nominal  bail,  which  was. 
of  course,  forfeited,  and  they  escaped  further  punishment,  TTiis 
was  the  result  of  humane  consideration  for  the  widow,  who 
was  Allen's  dupe,  and  for  her  children,  and  for  Allen  himself, 
whose  confinement  really  endangered  his  worthless  life. 


A  BOSTON  SCAMP. 

Tliis  individual  was  a  young  man  of  about  twenty-five  years 
of  age  when,  in  j866,  his  mysterious  disappearance  caused  a 
momentary  flutter  in  the  financial  pulse  of  the  several  life  and 
accident  insurance  companies  which  recently  had  writtrn  risks 
upon  his  life  to  an  amount  exceeding  $40,000.  Alvah  K. 
Hurtcr  was  senior  partner  of  the  firm  of  Hurler  &  Dewey,  at 
that  time  doing  business  in  Roston  as  cotton  brokers,  and 
resided  in  Chelsea  with  his  father,  who  had  been  connected 
with  some  missionary  station  in  SjTia,  as  a  printer.  Young 
Hurter  was  bom  in  Syria,  and  ttiere  .spent  bis  early  boyhood. 
The  family  retimied  to  this  countr>-,  and  in  due  course  of  time 
Hurtcr  became  engaged  in  business  as  stated. 

In  the  summer  of  1866,  in  company  with  friends  and  acquaint- 
ances, he  went  to  Scarborough,  Maine.    Upon  a  certain  Friday 
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evening,  several  days  after  his  arrival,  he  was  apparently  enjoy- 
ing a  sociable  game  of  euchre  imtil  about  Icn  o'clock;  lie  tlicn 
wrote  a  letter  to  his  father — in  answer  to  one  notifying-  him  of 
the  arrival  of  his  cousin  from  Mobile.  Alabama — in  which  he 
informed  his  father  that  he  would  be  home  Saturday  night,  but 
if  anything  should  prevent  would  come  by  the  first  train  Mon- 
day morning.  Hurter  left  the  letter  upon  a  table,  saying  to  liis 
companions,  "  I  cannot  sleep  unless  I  take  some  exercise  be- 
fore going  to  bed;  I  am  going  out  to  take  a  row."  The  house 
in  which  the  parties  were  was  within  a  stone's  throw  of  the 
beach,  where  several  small  boats  were  fa&tened  near  the  water's 
edge. 

He  did  not  afterward  return.  The  next  day  no  trace  of  him 
was  discoverable,  but  on  the  second  day,  Sunday  morning,  a 
small  "dory"  was  found  bottom  up,  partly  stove  in.  and  lying 
near  the  boat  was  found  one  of  tlie  oars  belonging  to  it.  At 
an  inconsiderable  distance  from  the  dory  was  picked'  up  a  life- 
preserver  vest  which  was  partly  filled  with  air,  and  further 
search  resulted  in  the  discovery  of  a  hat  which  was  identified  as 
tlie  one  worn  by  Hurler.  The  place  where  the  boat  was  found 
was  about  half  an  hour's  rowing  fnim  the  huuse  wlicrc  Hurter 
had  been  boarding.  At  certain  stages  the  tide  runs  swiftly,  and 
■at  its  ebb  leaves  numerous  rocks  above  the  surface  of  the 
water. 

The  disappearance  was  plausibly  accounted  for  after  these 
discoveries.  It  was  supposed  that  Hurler  was  rowing  at  the 
time  in  the  ustial  manner,  sitting  with  his  hack  toward  the 
bow  of  the  boat,  when  the  latter  ran  upon  a  rock  and  iherehy 
was  partly  stove  in,  upset,  and  Hurter  drowned.  Search  for 
the  body  was  tarclully  and  thoroughly  made.  At  low  water  the 
bolloiu  could  be  seen  distinctly  in  most  places,  and  every  prob- 
able place  was  dragged.  It  did  not  seem  to  surprise  any  one 
that  Hurter  had  lost  hh  life,  as  was  apparently  the  case.  The 
night  he  went  out  for  exercise  was,  at  the  time,  somewhat 
dark,  and  resident  fishermen  declared  it  dangerous  for  a  stran- 
ger to  be  out  upon  the  water  at  the  hour  and  in  the  manner 
in  which  Hurter  had  made  bis  venture. 

Notices  of  loss  under  the  several  insurance  policies  were  duly 
served  upon  the  companies.     Of  the  sum  insured,  the  Travelers 
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Insurance  Company  liad  written  $to,ooo  in  accident  insurance, 
aud  that  company  at  once  instituted  an  invcstJKation  of  the 
matter.  It  soon  afterward  came  to  light  that  Hurtcr  had  mis- 
appropriated some  $2,000  helonging  to  the  firm;  that  he  had 
borrowed  $4,000  for  the  firm,  of  his  father,  and  $3,000  of  other 
parties,  for  all  of  which  tie  had  failed  to  account  to  the  firm. 
His  business  partner  was  in  New  York  during  the  i>eriod  of 
these  alleged  misdemeanors,  and  a  partial  discovery  of  them 
was  made  while  Hurtcr  was  recreating  at  Scarborough  Itcach. 
Hurler's  partner  at  once  wrote  to  him  requesting  him  to  return 
and  adjust  his  accounts.  No  notice,  apparently,  being  taken  of 
this  request,  a  message  was  sent  to  the  effect  that  some  one 
would  appear  with  authority  to  bring  him  home,  unless  he  came 
at  once.  This  message  was  received  by  Hurler  just  prior  to 
his  feeling  the  necessity  for  exercise  before  going  to  bed. 

On  following  up  the  search  through  the  agency  of  the  chiefs 
of  police  of  Boston  and  PorLland.  it  soon  was  ascertained  that 
Hurler,  after  suitably  arranging  the  evidences  of  his  drowning, 
went  directly  to  the  nearest  raiinjad  station,  anil  thence  has- 
tene<l  onward  to  Canada  as  rapidly  a.s  steam-power  could  carry 
him.  All  claims  against  the  insurance  companies  were  speedily 
abandoned,  and  tlic  policies  siurendered. 


A  SUSQUEHANNA  RIVER  CASE. 
In  the  summer  of  1866,  a  man  named  Knox  procured  an 
accident  insurance  ticket  of  $5,000,  in  his  own  favor,  upon  the 
life  of  a  young  man  living  near  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvaina,  bear- 
ing the  singular  name  of  John  Smith.  The  insurance  was 
written  by  the  I^Iway  Passengers  Assurance  Company  of 
Hartford.  It  was  to  cover  a  period  of  two  days  only,  and  cost 
fifty  cents.  As  the  time,  therefore,  was  short.  John  made  good 
u.se  of  it  by  selecting  the  very  next  clay  for  the  bathing  .iiid 
drowning  purpose  contemplated  in  the  transaction.  IK-  look 
with  him  a  boy  who  was  to  bear  witness  to  his  final  dis-apiwar- 
ance  from  earthly  scenes  and  trials  ria  the  ingulfing  waters  of 
tfie  Susquehanna.  The  boy.  properly  coached,  bore  witness  to 
the  lamentable  fact  that  he  was  on  the  shore  watching  Smith, 
and  saw  him  drown,  after  which  he  carried  Smith's  clothes 
homeward.     Mr.  Knox  was  distressed  and  anxious.     He  even 
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offered  a  reward  of  $60  in  gold  for  the  recovery  of  the  body — 
but  it  was  not  recovered. 

In  due  time  "  proofs  of  death  "  were  mafle  out,  and  Mr.  Knox 
knocked  at  the  door  of  the  company  and  asked  for  $5,ooa 
Its  officers  scented  fraud,  and  declined  to  pay.  Suit  was 
brought,  and  the  cause  was  to  have  come  to  a  final  trial  in  the 
month  of  March  following,  but  before  the  appointed  day 
arrived  a  detective  of  the  company  found  Mr.  Knox  in  Phila- 
delphia, and  exercised  such  persuasive  powers  tliat  he  owned 
up  that  it  was  all  a  fraud.  John  Smith  was  not  drowned  in 
tlie  slightest  degree,  but  was  serving  fits  coimtf)'  as  an  able- 
bodied  soldier  of  the  regular  army.  It  is  clear  tliat  Mr.  Knox 
ought  to  be  serving  his  country  in  the  penitentiary. 

AN  OHIO  RIVER  CASE. 

On  the  14th  of  August,  T867,  a  hearing  u-as  had  before  Jus- 
tice Walter,  of  Washington.  D.  C,  of  the  case  of  Joseph  Lep- 
pen,  alias  H.  A.  Deiclier,  who  was  charged  by  his  wife, 
Josephine  Lcppcn,  with  having  committed  adultery.  She  also 
charged  that  she  was  afraid  that  the  said  Leppen  would  do  her 
bodily  harm.  He  was  further  charged  with  an  attempt  to  de- 
fraud tlic  Connecticut  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  out  of 
the  sum  of  5io,ooo.  as  the  following  letter  from  the  president 
of  the  company  would  show: 

OFFICH  or  THK  CONMRCTICUT  MUTUAL  LlFB  iNS.  Ca, 

Hartford,  Conn.,  August  la,  1867. 
Dear  Sni— I  have  noticed  to-day  an  account  taken  from  the  Wash- 
itiKton  Star  p1  *n  attempt  to  defraud  a  life-insurance  company  by  one 
Joseph  Leppen,  a/iai  H.  A.  Dcichcr.  who  is  said  to  be  a  clirlt  in  one 
of  the  offices  0I  the  Patent  Office  ImililitiB.  A?  the  account  corre- 
sponds precisely  with  the  piools  of  toss  and  circiimslnnrc^  <if  n  ('].-\iin 
niaile  upon  our  company  by  Josephine  Leppen  for  an  insur:incc  on 
the  hfe  of  her  hu»t>aiid,  Joseph  Leppen,  except  as  to  time,  wc  are 
anxious  to  ^iscertain  if  there  is  or  was  a  clerk  in  any  of  the  depart- 
ment)! by  the  name  o(  Joseph  I^eppen.  atias  H.  A.  Dcfther.  and  know 
ol  no  one  to  address  but  you  to  make  this  intiuiry.  The  account  atMts 
that  Leppen  was  arretted  at  the  instance  of  his  wife  for  adultery,  and 
he  was  committed  for  trial  by  Justice  Walter.  This  may  give  you  a 
clew  to  the  case;  or.  if  you  have  not  time  tor  the  inquiry,  please 
inform  me  if  there  U  a  JuMiee  Waher  in  Washington,  and  five  me  his 
a^ldreea,  that  I  can  write  to  him.    Joseph  Leppen  was  insured  in  our 
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company  in  January,  1862.  Iii  December,  1866,.  claim  vns  nude  on 
t»  that  Lcppen  wxn  drovracd  in  ibc  Ohio  River,  about  tlic  nth  of 
August  previous,  as  he  look  passage  on  a  sleamer  nl  Parkersbnrg 
the  day  previous,  and  wtKn  the  boat  arn'vcd  at  Wheeling  he  was  iniss- 
init:  but  his  clothes  and  effects  were  found  in  his  state-rootn,  and  on 
the  i6(h  day  of  August  a  body  was  found  in  the  rircr,  some  twenty- 
five  milr<i  below  Wlii-eltuK,  -.inii  ilioU({h  it  could  not  be  idcniificd  as 
Leppcn's.  his  wife  cliiim!>.  on  account  of  his  coiilinuett  absence,  that 
it  was  (hat  of  her  husband,  and  demands  the  insurance  money.  AM 
the  cirvumfitances  filatrd  in  tlie  Star  paper  correspond  with  her  siate- 
raent,  except  in  relation  to  time,  and  wc  arc  inclined  to  think  it  is 
the  development  of  wliai  we  had  alwayx  siipijoscd  was  an  attempt  to 
defraud  us  of  the  money  If  you  can  put  us  on  the  Iraclc  of  an 
investigation  you   will   much   obliue 

Your*  truly. 

Guv  K.  PUEUS,  Prttidtnt. 
To  J.  N.  Prior,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Kasclitf  testified  that  the  defendant  came  to  his  house 
four  months  previously,  and  gave  the  name  of  Deicher;  that  he 
stated  that  he  had  left  liurnpc  bct-ausc  he  had  killed  his  supe- 
rior officer,  and  he  desired  to  stay  there  till  he  could  hear  from 
his  family.  Subsequently  a  man  came  to  witness's  house,  who 
recogni2e<l  the  prisoner  as  Mr.  Lcppen.  The  prisoner  then 
told  witness  that  his  name  was  Leppen;  that  he  was  in  Park- 
ersbtirg,  and  got  on  the  steamer  to  go  to  VVIieeling,  and  got  to 
gambling  on  tltc  boat;  that  he  lost  his  money,  and  himself  and 
another  of  those  engaged  got  10  fighting,  and  fell  overboard; 
that  he  got  ashore  and  llic  otlier  num  was  drowned.  He  then 
placed  his  pocket  trinkets  in  the  pockets  of  the  man  who  was 
drowned,  thinking  he  would  tr>-  and  create  the  impression  that 
he  was  dead,  so  that  his  wife  might  obtain  the  insurance  on  his 
life,  and  that,  liaving  obtained  the  money,  she  might  join  him, 
and  they  could  go  back  to  Eunjpc.  So  far  as  the  charge  of 
adultery  was  concerned,  nothing  was  proved  beyond  the  fact 
that  the  prisoner  was  seen  to  kiss  the  wife  of  the  witness. 

After  hearing  the  evidence  of  a  number  of  witnesses,  the  pris- 
oner was  rcinatiJed  for  a  further  hearing.  Justice  Walter  stated 
that  from  facts  within  his  knowletlgc  there  was  strong  suspi- 
cion that  the  prisoner  had  pushed  tlic  man.  with  whom  he  had 
been  gambling,  overboard,  and  that  he  felt  justified  in  holding 
him  in  custody  until  he  could  obtain  the  presence  here  of  par- 
ties in  Wheeling  and  Hartford. 
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L4ppcn,  however,  was  subsequently  discharged  from  custody, 
after  having  his  picture  taken  for  the  rog'uc's  gallery.  Dr. 
Phelps,  the  president  of  the  insurance  company,  wrote  to  Jus- 
tice Walter,  before  whom  tlie  case  was  tried,  that  no  valid  com- 
plaint could  be  made  against  Leppen  himself,  as  the  claim  for 
$5,000  and  representations  of  death  had  been  made  by  his 
wife.  If  she  were  in  collusion  in  a  transaction  to  defraud,  he 
could  be  punished  as  an  accessor>-,  if  found  guilty;  hut  being  a 
complainant  again.st  Leppen,  it  appeared  to  the  ofScials  that 
she  was  innocent,  therefore  all  prosecution  must  be  dropped. 
Dr.  Phelps  added:  "TRe  transaction  was  adroitly  performed, 
and  the  circumstantial  proofs  were  quite  strong,  but  we  had 
some  suspicion  that  all  was  not  right,  and  declined  paying  the 
policy,  although  tlircatened  with  a  suit,  so  dial  we  are  not  actu- 
ally defrauded."  A  pliotograph  forwarded  from  Connecticut, 
purporting  to  be  a  picture  of -Leppen,  formerly  of  Cleveland. 
Ohio,  and  more  recently  of  Wheeling,  West  Virginia,  was  iden- 
tified as  the  likeness  of  the  accused.  The  same  picture  had 
previously  been  i<Ientificd  by  a  coroner's  jury  as  strongly  re- 
sembling the  body  taken  from  the  Ohio  River,  after  Leppen's 
disappearance  a  year  before.  The  accused,  at  the  time  of  his 
anest,  was  employed  as  a  clerk  at  the  Department  of  the  Iiif 
terior.  and  was  a  native  of  Bohemia. 


THE  GAY  DECEIVER.  BOSWELL  «/iaJ  HOWE.  . 

In  the  course  of  the  year  186S,  "  General  "  D.  K.  Boswell  and 
wife  made  their  appearance  in  Mimcie,  Indiana.  Tlie  General 
was  a  little  past  the  middle  age,  of  affable  manners  and  engag- 
ing address,  TTis  statement  in  regard  to  himself  was  that  he 
had  been  appointed  a  Brigadcr- General  in  the  Union  service 
during  the  war:  had  amassed  considerable  property  in  the 
course  of  a  long  bualncss  life,  and  had  come  to  Muncic  to  end 
his  days  in  peace.  He  reported  a  moderate  amount  of  prop- 
erty for  taxation,  was  popularly  believed  to  be  worth  about 
550,000,  and  was  considered  a  valuable  addition  to  the  Grand 
List  of  the  town.  He  devoted  considerable  time  to  the  Order 
of  Masonry,  in  which  he  had  taken  the  higher  degrees;  was  very 
fond  of  society,  and  soon  became  generally  popular  with  the 
citizens  of  Muncic.     His  wife,  considerably  his  junior,  kept  her 
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house  in  good  order,  attended  to  her  own  affairs,  and  made  as 
favorable  an  impression  in  her  way  as  tier  husl>and  did  in  his. 
The  Muntic  pe<4)le  seem  to  Iiavc  accepted  the  Boswells  without 
credentials  and  without  a  thought  of  asking  for  them.  If  they 
had  inquired  in  the  right  place,  they  might  have  obtained  in- 
formation embodied  in  the  following  letter,  which  was  written 
to  a  part)'  who  subsequently  became  interested  in  bringing 
General  Boswell  to  justice: 

Six— If  the  D.  K,  Boswcll  who  swindled  jrou  is  the  Daniel  K. 
Boswell  who  in  1845-6  left  his  wife  and  children  in  Galena.  111.;  wtot 
to  Huiniba.1  or  Pftlmyra,  Mo.;  ran  away  with  old  man  Ross's 
daughter;  said  he  was  mairied  (?)  on  a  steamboat;  look  a  free  ncgrcss 
from  Indiana  (o  Lextngion.  Ky.;  sold  her  (after  she  hid  1  child  hjr 

him)  to  a  Mr.  foi  a  slave;  was  indicted,  but  escaped  (about 

1848)  to  Memphis,  Tenii,;  set  up  »  picture  Eallery;  made  obscene 
picturpf:  perjured  himself  in  a  deposition  to  blackmail  a  citizen  there; 
went  to  Holly  Springs,  Miss.;  in  September,  1848.  stopped  lamc 
time  at  a  hotel,  where  he  said  he  was  robbed  by  a  servant  ot  $Soo: 
had  the  poor  slave  whipped  nearly  to  dealh  before  it  wax  discovered 
that  he  had  had  no  money  and  had  not  been  robbed:  got  into  many 
diflicutiies  there;  shot  a  man's  mules;  committed  [icrjury:  ran  away 
to  West  Tennessee;  "got  religion;"  joined  the  Campbdtile  church; 
again  sot  into  difficulties,  and  disappeared,  but  whiihcr  this  "biogra- 
pher" knows  not— if  this  is  yotir  man,  he  it  the  most  unmitigated 
seoundrti  unhung! 

But  information  was  not  solicited  and  was  not  volunteered,  so 
that  in  1870,  or  thereabouts,  when  the  I'ranlclin  Life  Insurance 
Company  of  Indianapolis  wished  to  organize  a  "  Local  Board  " 
in  Muncie,  Boswell  wxi  recommended  by  men  of  long  residence 
and  of  high  position  in  the  town,  as  the  man  above  all  others 
who  should  he  enlisted  in  the  matter.  ITe  was  approached,  the 
plan  was  talked  up,  and  he  finally  consented  to  insure  his  life 
for  $ro,ooo,  and  to  become  president  of  the  Local  Board.  His 
supposed  influence  in  the  town  was  so  great  that,  f<»r  the  salcc  of 
getting  it,  the  company  did  not  demand  a  cash  payment  of 
any  part  of  the  premium  on  his  policy,  but  accepted  his  note 
for  six  months  for  the  entire  amount.  This  note  wns  renewed 
at  maturitj'  for  another  six  months.  Meanwhile,  as  a  sort  of 
pastime,  Boswell  had  gone  into  the  sale  of  a  patent  fruit-dryer, 
and  was  supposed  to  be  making  considerable  money. 

On  tlie  15th  ot  September.  1871.  Boswell  and  his  wile  started 


9a 


MYSTERIOUS  DISAPPEARANCES- 


for  St  Louis,  he  having  business  there,  as  was  supposed.  At 
the  Montclair  Railway  passenger  station  IloswcU  purchased  two 
insurance  tickets  issued  by  the  Railway  Passengers  Assurance 
Company  of  Hanford.  Conn.,  the  tickets  being  for  the  prin- 
cipal sum  {)(  $3,000  each,  and  good  for  ten  days.  His  second 
year's  premium  in  tlie  Franklin  Life  would  fall  due  tiefore  his 
return,  and  also  his  note  for  tlie  first  year's  premium.  Being' 
reminded  of  this,  he  gave  a  note  tn  renew  the  one  falling  due 
— not  taking  up  the  renewed  note,  however,  as  it  was  nut  quite 
due — and  remarked  t!iat  he  would  attend  to  the  second  year's 
premium  on  liis  return.  He  went  to  St.  Louis,  and  on  the  22d 
of  September  he,  with  his  wife,  tuuk  passage  on  the  steamer 
St.  Luke,  for  some  point  up  the  Missouri  River.  Boswell  and 
wife  went  on  board  the  steamer  some  two  or  three  hours  before 
she  started.  The  "General"  spoke  of  not  feeling  well;  re- 
ceived a  friend  or  two  in  his  state-room;  hut  no  one  remem- 
bers seeing  liim  on  board  after  the  boat  left  the  levee.  His 
wife  went  to  the  supper  table  alone,  and  while  at  tea  retnarkcd 
to  the  clerk  of  the  boat  that  her  husband  was  too  sick  to  come 
to  the  table.  TIic  clerk  offered  to  send  a  cup  of  tea  and  some- 
thing to  eat.  to  his  state-room,  but  she  said  no,  he  did  not 
then  want  anything  at  all.  Their  baggage  consisted  of  one 
small  tnmk.  which  was  taken  to  their  state-room. 

About  midnight,  some  little  lime  after  entering  the  Missouri 
River.  Mrs.  Boswell  gave  the  alartii  that  her  husband  had  fallen 
overboard.  The  boat  was  at  once  stopped,  a  yawl  lowered, 
and  a  fruitless  search  made  for  the  body.  Mrs.  Boswell's  de- 
scription of  the  "accident."  as  set  forth  in  her  subsequent  affi- 
davit in  support  of  her  claim  under  the  insurance  policies, 
is  as  follows:  "At  about  n.30  P.  M.  that  niglit.  Mr.  Bos- 
well complained  of  being  unwell  and  needing  fresh  air.  We 
went  from  onr  state-room  to  the  guard  of  the  boat.  Mr,  Bos- 
well sealed  himself  on  tlie  rail  with  one  arm  around  the 
stanchion,  and  wished  for  some  water.  I  could  find  no  servant 
to  fetch  it.  and  started  for  it  myself  to  the  state-room  which 
we  had  just  left.  As  I  neared  the  state-room  door  I  cast  my 
eyes  bark  and  saw  Mr.  Roswell  falling  backward  overboard.  T 
spr.-uig  to  catch  him.  but  could  not  I  saw  him  reach  the 
water;  there  was  a  »plasb  and  all  was  over.    No  cry  was  made. 
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I  immediately  gave  tlie  alarm,  but  it  was  sonte  time  before 
the  steamer  could  be  put  about.  Nothiiin  was  ever  seen  or 
heard  of  tlie  body,  ihou^rli  diligent  searcli  was  made  and  a  re- 
ward oE  $icx>  was  offered  for  it  He  had  on  his  person,  in 
a  pocket  in  his  drawers,  about  $3/xx>,  whicli  he  bad  received 
at  St.  Louis." 

Search  for  the  body  bein^  abandoned,  the  boat  proceeded  on 
Its  way  up  (he  river,  and  the  disconsolate  widow  went  nn  shore 
at  llie  next  landing,  where  she  waited  for  die  down  boat  and 
then  relumed  to  St  Louis. 

Due  notice  of  loss,  under  their  respective  policies,  was  given 
to  the  insurance  companies,  the  agent  of  one  company  closijig 
his  letter  as  follows:  "  I  would  state  that  Gen.  Boswelt  was  one 
of  our  beat  citizens,  of  tile  best  liabits,  respected  and  esteemed 
by  all  who  knew  him." 

An  investigation  followed  which  led  the  accident  insurance 
company  to  believe  the  whole  thing  a  fraud.  At  the  time  of 
these  occurrences  the  Miincic  I^ocal  Board  of  the  Franklin  Life 
Company  expressed  their  conviction  that  Boswell  was  drovmcd 
as  alleged,  but  could  not  see  that  their  policy  upon  his  life  was 
in  force  at  the  date  of  drowning,  the  policy  having  lapsed 
tho  day  previous.  Tlie  story  of  the  General's  accident  was 
reasonable  enough,  and  Mrs.  Boswell's  narration  of  it  was  given 
in  an  apparently  sincere  and  earnest  manner,  with  deep  feeling, 
with  tears,  and  in  a  natural  tone  of  bereavement  which  enlisted 
in  her  behalf  the  heartfelt  sympathies  of  the  good  people  of 
Muncic.  There  was  imanimity  of  sentiment  in  Uiat  com- 
munity in  tlieir  high  estimate  of  the  departed  General,  and  in 
their  sorrow  for  the  stricken  widow;  but  to  the  parlies  investi- 
gating the  facts  there  were  circunistanccs  which  seemed  to  cast 
a  doubt  tipon  the  genuineness  of  the  af^r.  Dis^pcaranccs  by 
drowning  come  to  the  frequent  notice  of  accident  insurance  exe- 
cutive officers,  and  there  are  certain  "ear-marks"  which  seem 
to  distinguish  fraudulent  cases  from  those  which  are  genuine. 
These  vrere  obser\cd  in  this  case.  The  job,  though  well  done, 
nas  ovfT-done,  and  Mrs.  Boswell  was  able  to  describe  very  ac- 
curately tlie  precise  spot  where  tlie  General  fell  over  the  rail, 
and  the  very  stanchion  around  which  he  had  thrown  his  arm. 
A  visit  to  this  place  on  the  steamer  determined  the  utter  im- 
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possibility  of  a  person  falling  into  the  water  from  tliat  point 
He  must  liavc  jumped  uvcrlKjard  to  have  got  into  the  water 
from  that  place,  and  a  large  guy  rope  would  have  prevented 
that,  unless  he  ducked  his  head  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  it. 
Again,  it  was  evident  that  he  would  have  struck  the  lower  deck 
or  its  rail,  or  a  brace  which  at  that  point  projects  from  the 
under  side  of  the  upper  deck.  Tliis  would  have  attracted  the 
notice  of  the  laborers  who  were  at  that  linie  on  duty  there. 
Nothing  of  the  kind  was  observed.  There  was  no  eye-witness 
to  the  alleged  accident,  save  Mrs.  Boswcll.  and  no  one  could 
be  found  who  saw  Boswell  on  board  after  the  steamer  started. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  apparently  was  no  motive  for  per- 
petrating a  fraud,  especially  by  a  gentleman  universally  repre- 
sented as  a  straightforward  business  man,  honest,  temperate, 
and  widely  respected. 

It  was  impossible  to  prove  a  negative,  and  the  adjuster  of 
the  accident  company,  having  on  his  hands  at  that  time  other 
and  complicated  cases  of  mysterious  disappearance,  concluded 
to  oflfcr  to  "  buy  a  peace  "  with  Mrs.  Boswell,  provided  it  could 
be  done  for  a  sum  not  greater  than  would  be  expended  by 
the  company  in  an  effort  to  find  the  missing  man.  A  meeting 
was  therefore  arranged,  and  the  widow,  through  an  adminis- 
trator appointed  for  the  purpose,  discharged  the  company  upon 
the  payment  of  a  sum  agreed  upon.  The  communitj-  generally 
regarded  this  action  of  the  company  as  unjust  in  the  extreme, 
and  the  company's  agent  in  Muncic.  as  an  expression  of  sym- 
pathy toward  the  Ijcrcaved.  took  the  widow  to  liis  house  and 
kept  her  for  several  weeks  as  the  guest  of  his  wife  and  family. 
The  company's  adjuster  believed  that  through  this  setdement 
Boswell  would  be  thrown  off  his  guard,  as  there  would  be  less 
necessity  for  his  carefully  hiding  himself;  and  an  arrangement 
was  made  with  a  local  attorney  to  promptly  advise  the  com- 
pany concerning  any  future  developments — whidi,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  adjuster,  were  sure  to  follow. 

In  due  time  the  widow  instituted  her  action  against  the 
Franklin  Life  Company  upon  the  $io.ooo  policy  above  men- 
tioned. The  cause  proceeded  to  its  first  trial  and  resulted  in 
disagreement  of  the  jury.  Tlie  company's  defence  was  upon 
tlie  ground  diat  tlie  policy  had  lapsed  at  the  time  ot  Boswcll's 
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death.  A  second  trial  resulted  in  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff, 
the  jtir>-  finding  that  the  third  note  given  by  Boswdl  was  in 
payment  of  his  second  year's  premium,  while  notoriously,  as  & 
matter  o(  fact,  it  wzs  a  rcnev.-al  of  the  note  for  the  first  year's 
premium.  The  verdict  in  her  favor  was  for  over  $ii,oocx 
lliis  verdict  was  set  aside  and  a  new  trial  granted  by  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  Three  years  had  now  lapsed  since  Boswell's  death, 
and  the  above-mentioned  cause  was  pending  in  the  Circuit 
Court  which  was  sitting  in  May,  1874,  when  an  unexpected 
ditiotirment  startled  the  citizens  of  that  vicinity. 

A  few  days  prior  to  the  time  when  this  cause  would  have 
been  reached  upon  the  calendar,  an  executive  officer  of  the 
Franklin  Life,  who  had  knoMn  Boswell  personally,  was  notified 
that  Boswell  was  alive  and  might  be  found  in  Galeshurg.  IlL, 
under  the  name  and  tide  of  Judge  I.  5.  Howe.  He  immediately 
went  to  Galcsburg,  and  in  a  very  short  time  after  his  arrival 
there  saw  Judge  Howe  playing  croquet  with  some  ladies  and 
gentlemen,  and  recognized  him  at  once  as  the  long-lost  General 
Boswclt.  Not  making  himself  known,  however,  tie  telegraphed 
to  Muncie  lor  another  gentleman,  who  was  well  acquainted  with 
Boswell,  to  come  on  at  once  to  Galesburg.  'File  gentleman 
did  as  requested,  and  the  two  called  on  Judge  Howe,  fully 
identified  him,  and  cnmpelled  him  to  admit  that  he  was  Bos- 
well- His  story  was  that  the  fall  intu  the  river,  and  a  com- 
pulsory bath  of  several  hours  therein,  rendered  him  insensible, 
so  tliat  he  did  not  know  when  or  where  he  drifted  ashore  and 
was  found.  His  6rst  recollection  was  of  being  in  the  woods 
among  wood-choppers  who  had  rescued  him,  put  him  before  a 
fire,  and  brought  him  to  life  again  only  to  find  his  money  and 
his  memory  gone.  Having  identified  him,  the  two  gcnUenieii 
returned  to  Indianapolis.  From  there  they  sent  to  Muncie 
and  had  Mrs.  Boswell  arrested  upon  a  charge  of  perjury  and 
attempt  to  ilcfraud.  This  arrest  came  upon  the  Muncie  people 
like  a  thunderbolt.  Mrs.  Bos^vcll,  for  tlirce  years,  had  lived  an 
irreproachable  life,  as  a  widow,  among  them.  No  breath  of  sus- 
picion had  stirred  tJic  quiet  waters.  Mrs.  Boswell's  counsel 
having  rcafi  the  charges  under  which  she  wa.t  arrested,  went  to 
her  and  aske<l  her  to  tell  llicm  the  truth — the  whole  truth— that 
they  might  know  what  they  must  do  in  her  defence.    Without 
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a  change  of  color  or  a  quiver  of  Iter  lips  or  eyes,  she  called  on 
Gud  to  witness  that  if  her  husband  was  alive  she  diU  not  know 
U;  Uiat  she  had  niR  seen  him  nar  ht-anl  a  wun!  from  him  since 
he  fell  into  the  river  on  that  fatal  night;  and  lliat  no  money 
whicli  the  world  contained  could  have  tempted  her  to  live 
so  long  away  fium  him.  So  tlioroughly  was  the  sympalliy 
of  the  people  with  her,  and  so  suspicious  did  the  alleged  dis- 
covery of  the  living  Boswell  appear,  capcciallv  as  it  was  made 
jusl  before  the  cause  of  Mrs.  Boswell  versus  'flic  Franklin  Life 
was  to  be  tried,  and  as  it  was  not  verified  by  the  production  of 
Boswelt's  person,  that  it  was  with  difficulty  the  prosecutors  suc- 
ceeded in  having  Mrs.  Boswell  bound  over  at  her  preliminary 
examination.  She  was  hound  over,  however,  and  in  default  of 
surety  went  to  jail. 

Meanwhile  the  Railway  Passengers  Assurance  Company  was 
advised  of  the  "  materialization  "  of  the  drowned  Boswell.  and 
Ihey  at  once  sent  a  representative  to  Indianapolis.  After  con- 
sultation with  the  officers  of  the  Franklin  Life,  he  went  directly 
to  Galesburg  only  to  find  that  Judge  Howe  had  moved.  Be- 
tween two  days,  he  had  been  driven  in  a  buggy  to  a  station 
on  the  C.  B.  &  Q.  Ry..  and  had  gone  South.  He  had  left 
behind  him  a  trunk  as  security  for  a  loan  of  $2oa  This  trunk 
was  searched  and  was  found  to  contain  several  interesting  relics. 
There  were  photographic  pictures  of  Iloswcll  and  of  his  wile, 
books  on  Masonry,  Masonic  regalia,  etc,  etc.  There  were 
also  letters  and  other  papers  which  fully  cstabhshcd  not  only 
the  identity  of  the  parties,  but  conclusively  showed  the  guilt  of 
Mrs.  Boswell.  One  of  these  papers  wa5  a  receipt  dated  three 
days  after  the  alleged  drowning,  and  when  Mrs.  B,  was  in  St 
Louis  after  her  trip  up  and  down  the  river.     It  read  as  follows: 

St.  Louis,  Sept.  35.  i87t. 
Received  of  I.   S.   Howe  forty  dollars  (or  a   lot   of  second-haiKl 
clothing   and   books   belonging   to   my   laic   husband,    lost   off   the 
Mcamer  St.  Luke,  on  tlic   Missouri   River.  Sept.   33,   1871. 

M.  V.  EosWHi. 


It  thus  appeared  that  Boswell  had  left  the  steamer  after 
changing  a  portion  of  his  dress  in  his  state-room,  having  a 
change  at  hand  in  the  small  trunk  they  had  brought  with  them 


MYSTERIOUS  DISAPPEARANCES. 


101 


for  tlic  purpose.  He  had  £one  ashore  unobserved  before  the 
steamer  started,  and  remained  id  St.  Louis  until  his  wife's  re- 
turn, when  she  met  him  as  per  agreement,  delivcreil  to  him  his 
cluthing  left  un  board,  ami  he  at  the  same  time  took  fmm  her 
the  foregoing  receipt,  so  that,  in  the  event  of  his  being  caught 
with  his  own  clothes  on,  or  while  reading  one  of  his  own  books, 
he  couhl  prove  by  this  receipt  lliat  he  bought  the  clotlics  and 
books  of  ^^^s.  BoswcII,  who,  in  her  kindness,  went  so  far  as  to 
certify  they  were  the  property  of  her  late  husband,  who  had  been 
lost  off  a  certain  steamer,  in  a  certain  river,  at  a  certain  datcl 
Exceedingly  attenuated! 

From  the  correspondence  found  in  this  trunk  it  was  ascCT- 
tained  that  BoswcII  and  his  wife  had  been  in  frequent  com- 
munication. Her  letters  to  him  were  addressed  as  though 
written  to  her  niece  Ida,  and  signed  "Your  Aunt  Mary."  One 
of  tliese  letters  rcatis  as  follows,  but  requires  a  word  of  expla- 
nation to  be  understood.  It  is  undisguiscdiy  in  Mrs.  BosweH's 
handwriting,  and  written  to  her  husband  from  Fort  Wayne, 
Indiana.  Allusion  is  made  to  one  of  Mrs.  Boswell's  attorneys, 
and  his  wish  that  she  should  go  to  Xcnia,  to  take  a  deposition 
for  use  in  the  suit  against  the  Franklin  Life.  Boswell's  letter 
in  reply  was  to  be  sent  to  Xenia,  thns  to  avoid  the  possible 
recognition  of  his  handwriting  by  the  Muncie  postmaster.  The 
letter  is  herewith  produced  verbatim. 

FortWatnti.  April  17. 1874. 
My  dear  NtECR  Ida. 

I  vn  here  yet,  hope  this  Will  find  yoa  well  I  just  received  a 
letter  from  Buckcls  idling  me  to  coinc  on  and  go  to  Xenis  t<j  take 
John's  dcp'ttion.  I  will  be  here  tody  or  tomorrow.  You  write  me 
■t  Xenia.  I  will  if  tiothinK  happens  1  will  be  there  by  Wcdxdy  next 
I  have  bin  waittinK  inr  money.  1  hope  to  set  it  all  rite.  11  I  only 
had  plenty  here  I  could  get  along,  but  hope  I  will  get  all  rite  before 
long,  t  hope  10  get  throuKh  then  I  will  see  you  just  as  itoon  as  1 
can.  Hope  this  will  find  you  in  good  healili,  this  Iccves  in  good 
health.  I  hope  to  h»vc  all  things  rile  yet.  1  live  lu  hopes  if  I  die 
in  dispare.  Do  take  good  care  of  your  health  till  I  sec  yow.  /ietfi 
in  at  elate  at  you  eon  lilt  yem  gel  IMrougH  wUk  my  m^dtcint  then 
70U  will  be  all  rite  I  hope.  I  got  those  presents.  I  was  glad  to  get 
thera,  hope  you  have  my  letters  in  this  lime.  I  am  in  a  hurry.  I  will 
write  when  I  get  there.  I  will  cloic.  Much  love  lo  all  &  plenty  to 
your  deer  lell.    May  God  be  with  you  and  bless  you  is  my  prayer. 
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Tak«  good  care  of  your  liealth.  I  will  direct  lhi»  to  you  so  yon 
sine  your  full  nam«  "  Ida."  then  it  will  he  rile  Then  i(  it  should 
be  lihcrc  arc  a  few  illegible  words  here]  it  would  be  sent  back  lo 
you.  Wriw  to  Xcnia  I  will  be  there  aoon.  Goodby  till  you  here 
Bitain. 

Your  Anl,    M"V. 

With  tlie  pictures  of  Mrs.  Bos^^'eII  (ound  in  the  trunk,  it  was 
easily  ascertained  that  she  hart  visiled  her  husband  in  Gales- 
burg,  boarding  for  two  or  three  weeks  at  a  time  in  the  same 
bouse  with  him,  and  passing  herself  off  as  bis  niece. 

The  rest  of  tlic  story  is  soon  told.  The  proof  was  so  con- 
clusive against  Mrs.  BoswctI,  that  when  her  trial  came  on,  her 
attorneys  admitted  the  facts  as  claimed  by  the  prosecution,  and 
she  received  the  sentence  of  the  Court  for  her  crimes.  Bosweli, 
aliax  Howe,  after  a  long  chase,  was  captured  in  Northeni 
Michigan,  taken  to  Miincie,  July  i,  1874.  where  he  was 
recognized  by  every  one  who  saw  him.  and  thence  taken  to 
Indianapolis  and  lodged  in  jail.  His  trial  was  delayed  several 
months  through  the  efforts  of  his  attorneys,  and  at  last,  broken 
in  health  and  wrecked  in  reputation,  he  was  released  on  bail. 
He  finally  escaped  further  punishment  through  a  legal  techni- 
cality, on  the  ground  that  a  man  and  wife  could  not  conspire, 
and  rejoined  his  wife,  who  had  served  out  her  term  of  im- 
prisonment. They  have  gone  forth  without  money,  health, 
friends,  or  reputation,  and  arc  left  to  meditate  upon  the  results 
of  their  attempt  to  defraud  the  insurance  companies.  They 
suffered  prolonged  separations  from  cacli  other,  privations  and 
hardships  of  no  light  degree,  imprisonment,  and  disgrace. 
They  lost  all  that  is  worth  having  in  this  life,  and  arc  able  to 
offset  these  fearful  facts  with  a  knowledge  of  having  realised 
fur  all  this  a  little  more  than  $400  of  the  insutance  company's 
money. 

A  SAVANNAH  RIVER  CASE. 

In  the  county  of  Scriven,  State  of  Georgia,  on  the  banks  of 
the  Savannah,  dwelt  Captain  Martin  1-  Bryan,  formerly  of  the 
25th  Regiment.  Georgia,  C.  S.  A.,  a  well-to-do  citizen  of  about 
fifty  years  of  age,  owner  of  fifteen  hundred  or  two  thousand 
acres  of  land  on  the  river  bottoms,  and  whose  bouse  had  been 
burned  by  the  army  that  escorted  Slierman  on  his  celebrated 
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"  march  to  the  sea."  The  Captain  had  lost  much  of  his  proi>- 
crty  during  the  late  unpleasantness,  and  resolved  to  protect  the 
interests  of  his  family  by  obtaining  life  insurance.  He  went  to 
Savannah,  callnl  on  Itie  insurance  men,  and  obtained  a$iO,O0O 
policy  in  the  Knickerbocker  Life,  of  New  York;  $ro,ooo  in  rite 
Accident,  of  Columbus;  $10,000  in  the  Casualty.  «>f  New  Jer- 
sey: $10,000  in  the  National  Travelers',  of  New  York;  and 
$40,000  in  the  Travelers,  uf  Hartford — righiy  thousand  dollars 
in  all. 

Subsequently,  to  the  intense  grief  of  deploring  friends  and 
relatives,  the  Captain  was  drowned  in  the  river.  But  while 
they  lamented  his  death,  they  commended  his  pni<lcnce,  and 
in  due  time  a  huge  bulk  of  docun>entary  evidence  of  death, 
cenified  to  with  all  ofBcial  formalities,  was  forwarded  to  the 
companies. 

Tlic  so-called  "proofs  of  death"  cover  no  less  than  forty 
pages  of  closely-written  legal  cap  paper,  wherein  i$  set  forth, 
with  minuteness  of  detail,  time,  place,  and  circumstances  of  the 
Captain's  death  by  drowning,  with  repetitious  asseveration  of 
the  high  tone  and  gentlemanly  character  of  the  deceased.  These 
papers  were  prei>are<I  with  great  care  by  the  Captain's  son. 
a  law  student,  who  did  himself  credit,  in  a  certain  way,  by  the 
lawyer-like,  consistent,  and  conolustve  manner  in  which  the 
evidence  was  presented,  leaving  no  reason,  apparently,  to  doubt 
that  the  death  occurred  as  stated. 

The  first  affidavit  is  that  nf  Hansford  R.  Owens,  who,  being 
duly  sworn,  said  that  he  was  intimately  acquainted  with  Captain 
Bryan,  the  deceased,  and  had  known  him  familiarly  for  many 
years,  living  within  a  mile  of  him;  that,  in  the  early  part  of  the 
year  1867,  deceased  engaged  deponent  to  assist  liim  in  the 
survey  of  some  of  his  swamp-lands  lying  in  Savannah  River 
marshes;  and  that  on  the  loth  day  of  June,  of  this  year,  depo- 
nent and  said  deceased,  together  with  Curtis  Humphries.  Sr., 
and  Joseph  C.  Bryan,  son  of  said  deceased,  did  proceed  to  sur- 
vey said  lands:  that  after  said  survey  vras  finished,  they  caught, 
cooked,  and  ate  a  mess  of  fish,  after  wliich  deponent  and  de* 
ceased  started  to  remove  a  batteau  belonging  to  said  deceased. 
They  proceeded  to  said  batteau,  loosed  it,  and  started  down 
the  river  in  tC,  going  pretty  fast,  as  said  batteau  was  a  new  one, 
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and  they  were  in  a  measure  testing  its  speed;  that,  after  going 
about  a  cjuartcr  of  a  mile,  said  batteau  struck  a  snag,  not  di- 
rectly with  its  how,  but  on  the  right  side  and  about  three  feet 
below  the  bow.  so  thai  the  baltcau  was  suddenly  tlirown  right 
across  the  current  of  the  stream;  that  just  as  said  balteau 
struck  said  snag  it  was  elevated  by  it  on  the  right  side,  so  that 
deponept  and  deceased  were  both  thrown  across  to  the  left  side, 
which  caused  said  balteau  lo  dip  water  considerably,  and  before 
they  could  right  themselves  and  regain  dicir  seats  in  the  central 
part  of  said  batteau.  their  weight  on  the  left  side  and  the  force 
of  the  current,  which  was  vcr>'  strong  and  rapid  (the  batteau 
being  by  this  time  right  crosswise  the  current,  and  presenting  a 
broadside  to  it),  caused  said  batteau  to  be  filled  with  water  and 
abnost  immediately  overtiinicd,  by  which  deponent  and  de- 
ceased were  both  precipitated  into  the  water  and  submerged; 
tliat,  as  soon  as  deponent  came  to  the  surface,  he  heard  deceases! 
say  to  him,  "  Catch  the  boat,"  and  did  not  at  the  time  think 
that  deceased  was  alarmed ;  but,  being  rather  a  poor  swimmer, 
instead  of  trying  to  save  the  boat,  he  began  to  swim  for  the 
bank,  thinking  that  deceased  would  either  follow  or  would 
cling  to  the  boat,  and  accordingly  did  not  look  around  till  he 
bad  reached  the  bank,  when,  to  his  surprise  and  (^arm,  he  clis- 
covered  that  deceased  was  neither  following  him.  nor  clinging 
to  the  batteau,  nor  could  be  seen  anywhere;  and  the  convic- 
tion at  once  settled  upon  deponent  that  deceased  had  drownc(l 
and  sunk,  for  the  river  was  open,  and  at  least  one  hundred  and 
fifty  yanls  wide,  and  not  a  sign  of  life  or  motion  in  the  water 
could  be  seen  anywhere  around.  Deponent  crawled  out  on  the 
root  of  a  tree  which  had  been  hlowTi  down  in  the  river,  against 
the  top  of  which  the  batteau  made  a  temporary  halt,  and  he 
walked  out  on  the  tree  for  the  purpose  of  fastening  the  batteau; 
but  before  he  could  reach  it.  it  had  become  loose  and  floated 
down  the  river.  Deponent  also  says  that  he  was  not  more  than 
half  a  minute  in  effecting  his  escape  from  the  water,  and  that 
deceased,  from  the  position  he  occupied  in  the  boat  (being  on 
the  middle  scat),  was  thrown  some  ten  or  fifteen  feet  farther  out 
in  the  stream  than  deponent  was.  so  thai  it  was  impossible  that 
deceased  could  have  reached  the  l)ank  sooner  than  deponent 
reached  it,  ajid  there  was  no  place  in  the  river  for  liim  to  Iiavc 
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concealed  himself,  nor  even  under  tlic  batteau,  as  that  was  too 
full  of  water  when  it  overturned,  to  leave  air  enough  under- 
neath for  a  man  to  have  hved  in.  Therefore  deponent  is  con- 
firmed in  the  conviction  tliat  first  fieixed  him,  and  wnv  feels  and 
tmnvs,  from  all  the  circumstances,  ihat  deceased  could  only 
have  drowned  and  sunk  before  deponent  reached  the  bank. 
Deponent  further  says  that,  so  soon  as  he  recovered  sufficiently 
from  his  fright  and  bewilderment  to  realize  his  condition  and 
the  state  of  affairs,  he  began  to  cry  for  help  and  to  lialloo  for  the 
companions  he  had  so  lately  left,  to  wit,  the  said  Curtis  Hum- 
phries and  Joseph  C.  Brj-an,  but  that  he  found  himself  so  badly 
hurt,  he  could  with  great  difficulty  cry  loud  enough  to  be  heard 
by  them,  tliough  not  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  mile  distant; 
that,  failing  to  make  tlieni  hear  hitn.  lie  ran  as  fast  as  he  could 
to  them,  and  at  once  communicated  tlie  nature  of  the  accident 
which  had  happened:  and  that  himself  and  tlic  said  Joseph 
C.  Bryan  immediately  ran  back  to  the  place  of  the  accident 
and  at  once  commenced  a  search  down  tlic  river  along  the  bank, 
but  they  could  neither  sec  nor  hear  anjlhing  except  the  batteau, 
whicl)  was  found  stopped  about  half  a  mile  hclow. 

Deponent  further  says,  that  in  all  his  acquaintance  and  deal- 
ings with  said  deceased,  which  have  been  long  and  varied,  he 
has  ever  known  deceased  to  be  an  honest  ami  upright  man 
and  dealer,  and  a  gentleman  of  high  tone  of  character  and 
integrit>-  of  purpose,  and  that  the  community  as  well  as  his 
family  have  sustained  a  lose. 

Deponent  further  says,  he  knows  deceased  owned,  in  said 
county  of  Scriven,  between  fifteen  hundred  and  two  thousand 
acres  of  good  land,  several  hundreds  of  which  were  improved 
and  in  a  slate  of  cultivation. 

Next  follows  the  affidavit  of  Joseph  C.  Bryan,  the  eldest  son 
of  Captain  Martin  L.  Bryan,  twenty-nine  years  of  age.  This 
eldest  son  of  his  father  proceeds  to  corroborate  the  statement  of 
the  preceding  afTiaiit,  and  tells  how  they  a.ssistcd  the  deceased  to 
survey  the  land,  and  then  caugiit,  cooked,  and  ate  a  mess  of  fish, 
after  which  deceased  and  Owens  left  them  in  the  manner  which 
lias  been  related,  first  enjoining  deiM»nenl  in  the  meanwhile  to 
catch  hait  for  his  uncle  Curt  (meaning  tlie  said  Curti?;  Hum- 
phries), who  was  still  desirous  of  fishing,  but  was  too  aged  and 
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unwieldy  to  procure  bait.  Some  time  after  they  had  gone, 
deponent  heard  the  "  feeble  shouts  "  ot  Owens,  but  was  not 
alarmed  by  them,  as  Ihcy  did  not  sound  to  him  like  cries  for 
help,  and  therefore,  "  without  heeding  them,  he  continued  to 
catch  bait "  until  Owens  arrived  in  person  with  "  ihe  start- 
ling' intclli(Tence  that  the  batteau  had  capsized,  precipilaling 
both  him$elf  and  deceased  into  the  water,  and  that  dcce&sed, 
he  felt  certain,  was  drowned,  while  he  had  barely  and  with 
great  difficulty  escaped."  Then  this  filial  deponent,  under  the 
wildncss  of  his  bewilderment,  started  ofT  "  without  loss  of  time, 
followed  by  Owens,  who  pointed  out  to  him  the  spot  of  cap- 
size." And  then  followed  a  fruitles.t  search  along  the  river  bank, 
at  the  same  time  *'  hallooing  constajitly,  so  that,  if  deceased 
were  ttol  dead,  he  might  hear  them  and  bring  them  to  his 
relier*'  But  no  response  from  "deceased  "  was  heard  by  "de- 
ponent." and  "night  being  close  at  hand,  they  abandoned  their 
efforts  and  returned  to  their  homes."  The  next  day  depo- 
nent, assisted  by  neighbors  and  friends,  resumed  the  search, 
"and  grappled  and  dragged  and  fished  and  felt  for  the  body 
of  said  deceased,"  but  withont  recovering  the  body  or  finding 
any  trace  thereof.  Deponent  then  explained  wherefore  the 
body  could  not  be  found  upon  such  a  river  bottom  as  the  place 
"wliere  said  accident  Iiappencd."  "The  locality  is  thickly 
crammed  and  studded  with  large  fallen  trees,  so  that  the  logs 
and  brush  form  an  almost  impenetrable  network,"  and  the 
neighbors  and  friends  finally  arrived  at  the  concliision  "  that  a 
body  therein  lodged  could  hardly  rise,  unless  by  the  motion  and 
concussion  of  the  water,  caused  by  the  passage  of  a  steam- 
boat." Deponent,  at  great  length,  proceeded  to  point  out  the 
conformity  to  rational  principles  which  characterized  these  con- 
clusions. 

And  then,  without  mental  reservation,  but  knowing  whereof 
he  doth  depose,  he  further  says  "  nothing  was  seen  of  said  body 
and  no  tidings  had  of  it  until  the  evening  of  the  i6th  of  June, 
tvhfti  it  was  see*i  in  the  Savannah  River,  about  eight  or  ten 
miles  below  the  place  o(  accident,  by  a  portion  of  the  crew  of 
the  steamer  Swan,  on  her  down  trip  from  Augusta  to  Savannah." 
The  next  day  after  "  it  was  seen  "  as  aforesaid,  "deponent  and 
his  three  brotliers,  Robert,  Williaiu,  and  Paul,  set  out  in  quest 
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of  md  body,"  tliey  going  "  down  the  river  till  tlicy  came  to  llie 
spot  or  place  where  said  body  had  been  seen  the  evening  pre- 
vious, and  looked  and  examined  closely  for  it,  but  that  it  was 
not  there,  nor  could  they  sec  it  around  there,  nor  even  find  any 
trace  or  vcstigfe  of  it;"  whereupon  deponent  proceeds  to  en- 
lighten us  why  it  could  not  be  found.  Again  he  explains  how 
the  concitswnn  nf  ihe  water  cansed  by  the  passage  of  the  steain* 
boat  must  liave  "  loose*]  the  body  from  its  fastening,"  and  it  had 
■'  floated  on  down  the  river."  Tliey  continued  the  search  and 
"  were  rewarded  only  with  disappointment."  Finally  they 
arrived  at  some  further  "  conclusions."  Not  another  passing 
steamboat  "  with  its  concussion  of  the  water  "  this  rime.  *'  Con- 
cluding that  the  body  must  either  have  been  pecked  open  by  the 
buzzards  and  again  sunk,  or  was  dci'&Mrcd  by  an  aUigaiar  or 
30UU  other  earnn'orous  inhabitant  of  the  water,  an<l  that  in  cither 
case  furtlitr  search  <lawn  the  river  would  he  fruitless,  Oie  bat- 
teau  was  placed  in  the  wagon  and  all  parties  started  for  home." 
Meeting  with  uther  ]>articB.  "deponent  was  advised  to  make  a 
still  more  extended  and  protracted  search,"  and  he  returned  to 
make  "  a  closer  inspection,"  but  finally  fell  back  upon  his  strong 
point,  his  "conclusions,"  which  arc  suminarircd  as  follows; 
"All  of  which  facts  lead  deponent  to  the  belief,  and  confirm 
him  in  the  conclusions  before  mentioned,  cither  that  said  body 
was  pecked  open  by  tlie  buzzards  and  again  sunk,  or  it  was 
devoured  by  an  alligator  (of  which  there  are  multitudes  in  tite 
river),  or  by  some  other  animal." 

Deponent  then  goes  on  to  relate  how  "said  deceased  was  not 
a  good  swimmer,  and  was  rather  fearful  of  deep  water,  and  was 
usually  very  cautious  and  particular  when  out  in  the  river  in  a 
batteau."  Finally,  and  in  conclusion,  he  "docs  not  know  how 
to  account  for  the  mish.np,  except  that  it  was  one  of  those  unac- 
countable accidents  which,  while  they  are  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  an  AII-\vise  Providence,  seem  still  to  he  the  result 
of  chance  in  that  they  arc  without  assignable  cause,  controlled 
by  no  fixed  or  known  laws  or  rules  of  conduct,  or  action,  or 
sequence,  and  arc  as  likely  to  overtake  the  most  prudent  as  the 
most  reckless." 

The  aged  "  Uncle  Curt "  (meaning  the  said  Curtis  Hum- 
phries) was  next  brought  forward  as  the  deponent  who  could 
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testify  "  that  he  was  intimately  acquainted  with  Captain  Bryan, 
deceased,  and  had  known  him  since  his  infancy."  He  then 
repeated  the  storj-  of  the  survey  of  the  swamp  lands  which 
belonged  to  the  deceased,  and  of  his  "partaking  af  a  repast," 
after  which  the  vcitcrabic  deponent  wanted  to  go  home,  "  but 
deceased  begged  him  to  wait  a  short  while  nntil  deceased  and 
said  Owens  "  conld  first  go  after  the  boat,  as  has  been  related 
by  the  preceding  witnesses.  After  they  had  been  gtine  awhile 
this  deponent  heard  the  hallooing  of  Owens,  but  he  was  not  dis- 
turbed thereby,  as  he  "  imagined  they  were  hallooing  at  some- 
thing they  saw  in  the  river — perhaps  a  deer  or  an  alligator 
wth  something  it  had  caught"  Uncte  Curt  is  not  prolix  in  his 
deposition,  but  desires  to  put  himself  on  record  by  saying  that, 
"  from  everything  that  transpired  under  his  own  observation, 
he  was  fully  impressed  with  the  conviction  that  said  deceased 
was  drowned." 

The  "neighbors  and  friends  u(  the  deceased"  who  "grap- 
pled, dragged,  fished,  and  felt  for  the  body  of  said  deceased," 
personally  and  individually  entered  their  appearance,  and  in 
their  several  depositions  set  forth  at  great  length  their  knowl- 
edge of  "the  misfortune  which  had  that  day  befallen  the 
aforesaid  deceased." 

A  glowing  tribute  to  the  elevated  moral  character  and  the 
unswerving  integrity  of  "  the  aforesaid  deceased."  appears  upon 
the  record  of  these  depoaitions,  while  "  in  all  his  dealings  and 
business,  deceased  was  plain,  open,  straightforward,  honest, 
fair,  correct,  and  exact;  never  appearing  to  want  that  which 
was  not  rightfully  his  own,  and  rather  ready  to  yield  a  little  than 
to  demand  too  much,  or  to  contend  about  a  trifle." 

Next  come  forward  the  three  employes  on  hoard  the  steamer 
Swan,  who  relate  what  they  know  of  the  "  deceased  aforesaid." 

They  testify  that  they  were  acquainted  with  the  circumstan- 
ces of  the  accidental  drowning,  and  one  of  them,  "a  person  of 
color,  hail  been  directed  to  keep  a  lookout  for  said  body."  At 
a  place  "about  twelve  miles  by  water  below  the  place  of  ac- 
cident, deponent  had  his  attention  directed-  to  a  dead  body 
under  the  willows.  When  he  first  looked  at  said  body  it  was 
lying  face  df>wnw.ird:  he  saw  the  bark  part  of  the  head  of  it, 
and  h«  firmly  believes  it  wan  a  human  head.     And  deponent 
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believes,  from  all  the  circumsUuices  of  the  case,  tliat  s^d  body 
was  the  borly  of  said  deceased,  tlic.  sail]  Captain  Martin  L. 
Brj-an."  This  coforcd  tlcponcnt  "  further  says  that  said  steamer 
was  at  the  time  going  very  rapidly,  so  that  only  a  very  short 
time  was  allowed  for  tivlioldinK  said  body."  The  attention  of 
the  second  employe  being  directed  "  to  a  dead  body  fastened 
in  the  river  under  a  willow,"  expresses  his  l>eUef  that  it  was  a 
human  t>o<ly.  He  (urtlier  goes  on  to  t?xpi.iin  th»t,  as  "  he  had 
not  heard  of  any  one  else  drowning  in  (he  Savannah  River,  nor 
had  he  since  Iteard  tliat  any  one  elsi?  than  the  said  Captain 
Martin  L.  Bryan  was  so  drowned."  ergo  the  "  said  body,  thus 
seen  as  aforesaid,  was  llie  body  of  said  deceased,  the  said 
Captain  Martin  L.  Br>'an."  Tliis  logical  deponent  "  did  not 
see  said  body  till  the  waves  of  the  boat  had  reached  it  and  were 
moving  it,  so  that  nothing  about  it  could  be  distinctly  defined 
by  deponent."  He  was  able  to  "define"  some  buzzards  near 
by,  and  was  informed,  "  t!ie  buzzards  were  on  tlie  body  pecking 
and  devouring  it  when  first  seen,  but  which  the  waves  had 
frightened  off  before  it  was  seen  by  deponent,"  Deponent  fur- 
ther says  that  "so  impressed  was  he  with  the  conviction  thai 
said  body  was  the  body  of  said  deceased,  that  he  immediately 
ran  upon  deck  and  tried  to  prevail  upon  the  purser  of  said 
steamer  to  use  his  influence  with  the  captain  of  said  steamer  to 
slop  and  take  up  said  body;  but  the  purser  said  deponent  had 
as  much  influence  with  the  captain  as  lie  the  purser  had ;  where- 
upon deponent  at  once  proceeded  to  the  ca[HaiTi,  who  was  also 
aware  of  tlie  circumstances  attending  the  death  of  said  deceased 
and  also  knew  that  deceased's  body  had  not  then  been  found, 
aiid  informed  him  of  the  discovery  which  had  just  been  made, 
and  tried  to  prevail  upon  him  to  stop,  being  then  but  a  short 
distance  below,  and  pick  it  up;  that  the  captain  asked  depo- 
nent if  he  wJis  certain  and  knew  it  was  a  human  body  and  the 
body  of  said  deceased,  to  which  deponent  replied,  that  though 
he  felt  certain,  lie  did  not  positively  and  absolutely  know  it  to 
be  the  body  of  said  deceased:  that  the  captain  then  said  as  de- 
ponent was  nut  alwolutely  certain,  lie  would  not  stop,"  but 
proposed  instead  to  give  information  at  tlie  next  landing.  And 
50  that  "  aforesaid  deceased  "  vras  left  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
the  buzzards,  the  alligators,  "  or  some  otlier  carnivorous  inhabi- 
tant of  the  water." 
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One  other  "dqjonent"  was  produced  ami  sworn,  and  made 
known  tliat  on  the  19th  of  June  (ihree  days  suhscqucHt  lo  die 
discover^'  from  the  steamer),  while  he  was  on  his  way  up  tlie 
river,  at  a  certain  point  "he  discovered  a  dead  body  in  tlie 
river,  which  he  is  convinced  and  knows  was  a  human  body; 
but  being  alone,  and  fetiing  a  timidity  and  hesitancy  in  ap- 
proaching a  dead  body  alone,  witliout  company,  he  did  not 
then  go  up  to  iL"  This  timid  deponent  further  says  tliat 
"  buzzards  were  sitting  near  and  devouring  said  body,  which 
seemed  to  be  much  swollen  and  was  floating  high  in  the 
water."  Reing  familiar  with  the  circumstances  of  the  drown- 
ing of  the  '■  aforesaid  deceased,"  and  knowing  that  (he  body 
had  not  yet  been  recovered,  this  timid  and  hesitating  depo- 
nent "  obtained  within  him  the  impression  at  once,  that  the  said 
body  thus  seen  as  aforesaid  was  the  body  of  said  deceased." 

To  the  underwriters  receiving  these  preliminary  proofs  of 
death,  they  presented  the  appearance  of  a  studied  effort,  on 
the  pari  of  the  person  submitting  them,  lo  explain  away  sus- 
picion, and  present  a  plausible  view  of  his  case.  It  required 
but  the  superficial  glance  of  an  experienced  eye  to  observe 
sometliing  wrong.  Just  prior  to  his  mysterious  disappi-arance. 
Captain  Bryan  had  made  his  last  will  and  testament,  and  had 
named  his  son  Robert  B.,  the  law  student,  as  executor  thereof. 
The  busy  and  tireless  hand  of  the  embryo  Ia\v7er  appeared 
early  in  advocacy  of  the  claims  arising  under  the  several  poli- 
cies. He  addressed  by  letter  the  local  agents  of  the  several 
companies,  as  follows: 

Savannah,  Georcia,  June  vf.  1867. 

Dear  Sir — As  «xcciiIor  nf  the  will  of  my  father,  Martin  L.  Bryan, 
it  bccoTiirs  my  .sad  duty  to  aunouncc  to  you  the  intclliKciicc  o(  his 
death,  which  occurred  by  drowninic  near  Wis  plimt^tiun.  in  Scrivcn 
County,  on  Savannah  River,  on  the  toth  irat  The  cirnimslances  of 
the  accident  arc  these,  as  I  have  learned  iliem; 

Mr.  Ow«ns,  a  near  neighbor,  and  my  father,  after  a  d.iy  o(  fishing. 
w<TC  removing  their  boat  from  one  point  in  the  river  to  another, 
when  ihe  boai  was  oipsizeJ  by  runnina  on  a  snag,  Mr,  Owens,  with 
mueh  dillieulty.  and  in  a  badty  hurt  condition,  succeeded  in  getting 
out;  but  Pa.  alasl  was  nut  so  foTtunatc.  And  what  is  still  more 
distresiing.  we  have  never  been  able  to  recover  the  body.  We  have 
made  every  efTort  to  recover  it,  hai  witbout  success.  It  was  seen  by 
the  crew   of  a   steamboat  on   SuiitUy  utlcrward,   about   nine   miles 
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below  the  i>hee  of  accident;  but,  throagli  wani  of  a  imall  boat,  the 
captain  said  h«  could  not  take  it  up. 

I  ahoutd  have  infoftncd  you  sooner,  but  have  been  by  rain  and 
other  causes  unavoidably  detained  away  Irom  the  city  much  longer 
ih&n  I  anticipated  when  first  I  heard  of  tlie  accident  1  desire  you 
to  oommaaicate  with  the  insurance  company  In  which  my  father's 
life  was  iniured.  and  let  »ic  know  (heir  decision,  t  am  aware  that 
the  lads  of  Ihe  case  will  have  lo  be  »ubmitted  by  afSdarii.  and  1  will 
proceed  to  submit  them  after  hearing  from  you.      Tie  proof  I  think 

viilt  bt  tatisjatbny. 

Very  respecthtlly, 

K.  B.  ORYAN. 


An  agent  of  otic  of  the  companies  Mrrotc  to  R.  13.  Br>'ui  for 
additional  information  relative  to  the  amount  of  insurance,  and 
received  the  following  in  reply: 

Savannah.  Ca..  Aujfust  s8,  1867. 
Dejik  SlR^n  compliance  with  request,  t  transmit  you  the  namet 
of  the  companies  in  which  my  father's  lile  was  insured,  and  th« 
amounts  in  each. 

Traveler*  of  Hartford (40.000 

Knickerbocker   Life lo.ooo 

United  States  Casualty 10,000 

Accident  of  Columbus »■.■*■•.  10,000 

National  Travelers  of  New  York 10,000 

You  will  naturally  ask  the  question  why  did  he  take  90  much 
accident  insurance,  and  so  little  life?  a  question  which  I  am  nut  able 
fully  lo  answer.  But,  in  panial  answer,  1  would  first  say  that  Fa. 
though  by  no  means  wealthy,  was.  previous  to  his  being  stripped 
by  the  war.  independently  well  off  in  the  world,  and  after  the  for- 
tunes of  war  h&d  swept  off  most  o(  his  means,  to  a  mind  like  hta 
the  idea  of  leaving  his  family  nothini;  ;ii  hi»  death  was  almost  intol- 
erable, and  thus  he  sought  insurance,  fie  was  almost  wholly  ignorant 
of  the  nature  and  character  of  il,  as  you  will  recollect  on  the  day 
he  first  entered  your  office.  Finding  that  accident  insurance  was 
much  cheaper  than  life  in&urancc.  and  believing  ihut  it  would  be 
some  time  crc  the  course  of  events  would  take  him  ofT.  being  a 
man  of  sironK  and  hearty  constitution,  he  contented  himself,  for  the 
time  being,  with  ten  thousand  dollars  of  life  insurance,  but  took  acci- 
dent insurance  to  the  amount  ol  forty  thini^and,  Being  at  that  time 
unacquainted  with  the  matter  of  compensation,  he  took  only  ten  thou- 
sand with  compensation.  FindinK  afterwards  that  compensation  was 
just  wlui  he  wanted,  as  him«el(  and  family  were,  in  a  great  measure, 
dependent  upon  his  own  individual  exertions,  and  that,  should  thos« 
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exertions  thrciugli  any  cause  cease,  ihcy  would  ticcQiiic  dependent 
uptin  otherfi,  an  idea  or  a  ptisitibilily  that  wan  ulwuy»  ijalHng  to  tiim, 
he  petitioned  in  &1I  3ubsc<iucnt  insurance  (or  compensation — in  (act, 
compensation  was  the  prime  cause  of  his  scL-kino:  additional  insurance. 

I  am,  very  respeetfully. 

R.  B.  DRYAN. 


Again  writing  at  the  agent  while  endeavoring  to  appease  the 
spccire  suspicion!  He  had  not  been  called  upon  to  explain 
the  motives  uf  liis  father  in  obtaining  the  insurance. 

Upon  investigation  it  was  soon  ascertained  that  "the  proofs" 
which  Mr.  R.  B.  Bryan  thotight  would  bt  "satisfactory"  were 
the  product  of  an  ingenious  thougli  inexperienced  hand  at 
manipulating  evidence.  Nor  did  the  moral  character  or  the 
domestic  relations  of  the  "  deceased  aforesaid  "  appear  credit- 
ably in  the  light  of  further  intjuiry.  It  will  be  noticed  that  there 
had  been  but  one  eye-witness  to  the  "accident,"  and  he  was 
found  to  be  a  wortldess,  drunken  pauper.  He  was  sober  at 
times,  hut  only  wtien  unable  to  get  the  wherewith  to  buy  whis- 
key. After  the  "drowning"  he  went  at  once  to  a  store,  where 
he  purchased  two  quarts  of  whiskey,  being  able  to  pay  for  it — a 
fact  which  was  too  unusual  to  escape  observation  and  comnienL 
He  had  a  glorious  drttnk  that  afternoon,  and  the  next  week  he 
received  from  Savannah  two  gallons  more  of  whiskey,  which 
some  good  friend  had  sent  him.  From  the  time  of  its  receipt 
tintil  the  last  drop  was  constimcd,  he  was  too  happy  to  trouble 
himself  about  the  "  deceased,"  and  naturally  he  was  excused 
from  being  a  parly  to  the  .search  for  the  body.  At  tliat  time, 
too,  he  had  in  his  household  a  woman  who  had  gone  there  with 
her  illegitimate  child,  then  about  two  years  of  age,  the  paternity 
of  which  she  had  laid  at  the  door  of  the  "deceased  aforesaid," 
and  on  account  of  which  domestic  irregularity  it  was  rumored 
that  the  lawful  wife  of  the  "  deceased  "  thrcatcnetl  to  leave  his 
bed  and  board.  Notwithstanding  this,  the  general  character 
of  the  Captain  as  a  business  man  stood  favorably  with  the 
community. 

After  a  while,  as  the  investigation  proceeded,  it  became  evi- 
dent that  the  executor  of  his  father's  last  will  and  testament 
began  to  be  more  and  more  apprehensive.  The  spectre  was 
continually  presenting  itself  to  be  explained  away  until  it  could 
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be  no  longer  endured :  then,  after  lying  some  six  niunttu  among 
the  snags,  pecked  by  buzzards,  devoured  by  alligators  and 
other  carnivorous  animals,  the  "deceased,"  tlirougli  "earnest 
entreaties  and  united  appeals,"  was  induced  to  return  to  the 
bosom  of  his  family. 

A  rumor  of  the  wanderer's  return  reaching  the  Savannah 
agent,  lie  wrote  and  mailed  a  letter  addressed  as  follows: 

Savannah,  Ga.,  Jas.  3i.  i86S. 
MB.  R.  B.  BRVAK  : 

Dear  Sir— 1  Icam  b7  rumor  that  rour  father,  M.  L.  Bryan,  has 
retomed  to  hii  borne  in  Scriven  County — is  it  correct?  1  aik  this 
la  agent  o(  the  insurance  company,  and  in  view  of  the  (act  that  pTOofs 
of  lo«s  liave  l>ecn  handed  intD  this  oflicc  by  you.  Please  give  this 
matter  yoar  atiention,  and  oblige 

Which  letter  elicited  the  following  reply: 

Savannah.  Ga..  January  tt,  i86S. 

Dear  SlR—Yours  of  present  date  is  received.  In  reply,  I  am  K^ad 
to  be  able  to  inform  ycm  that  my  father  Is  atiaiii  at  lioinc,  wliere  I 
tnut  he  will  be  allowed  to  remain  in  peace  and  safely.  I  make  no 
coairoont,  for  the  present,  upon  his  ftbsenci:  or  return,  turlhcr  than  lo 
•qr  that  the  latter  was  induced  only  by  the  earnest  entreaties  and 
united  appeals  of  bis  family — but  for  which  be  might  stilt  be  an  exile 
froni  homt.  I  hope  such  entreaties  and  appeals  may  not  be  rewarded 
whh  another  forced  separation. 

I  have  not  seen  him,  but  my  information  ts  positive  and  not  to  be 
doubted.  Any  information  I  can  impart,  contisteat  with  the  present 
ancertain  state  of  affairs  in  relation  to  this  mancr.  I  am  ready  to  give. 

I  am,  very  respectfully, 

R.  B.  Bkyan. 

Il  thus  appears  the  "deceased  aforesdd  "  was  induced  to  re- 
tuin  home  "only  by  the  earnest  entreaties  and  united  appeals 
of  his  family;"  which  would  seem  to  indicate  that  his  family, 
including  the  executor  of  his  father's  will  and  who  made  up  the 
proofs  of  death,  knew  of  "deceased's"  whercjibouts,  and  held 
communication  with  him  in  spite  of  the  buzzards  and  aliigators. 
And  mark  the  hint  at  "another  FORCED  separation"  (the  em- 
phasis is  his  own).  Was  the  first  separation  "  forced?"  Does 
tlic  sensitive  conscience  of  the  leKal-mindcd  son  suggest  that 
such  an  attempt  at  wholesale  robbing  of  insurance  companies 
dcscn'cs  a  "forced  separation"  for  a  term  of  years  in  some 
state  institution? 
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Prior  to  the  foregoing  correspondence,  information  of  the 
exile's  return  had  reached  the  home  office  of  the  Travelers 
Insurance  Company,  through  the  following  telegram  and  cor- 
respondence: 

Savannah,  Ga..  Jan.  13,  1868. 
RODNKV  Dennis,  Esq.,  Sierttary  Travtltrs  InsttrtMet  Company. 

Martin  L.  Bry&n  is  at  home,  alive  and  welL     You  did  act  pay  ioan 

In  due  course  of  mul  came  the  following  letter: 

Savannah.  Ga,,  Jan.  14.  1868. 
RODNKV  Dennis,  Esq.,  Secretary  Travelers  faiuranee  Company: 

DcakSir — I  tclcgruphcd  >ou  thai  Bryan  was  kIivc  and  well  at 
home.  You  know  Ponce  dc  Leon  (bund  tlic  waters  o(  perpetual 
youth  in  Florida,  and  it  is  reported  tliat  Captain  Bryan  has  been  in 
Florida.  Now,  he  either  ttoatcd  through  the  fivera,  sounds,  and  bays 
[o  that  spring,  and  came  to  life,  after  being  seven  months  dead,  ur 
else  he  has  bcei)  permitted  to  come  back  and  iind  out  ivAy  the  $So,ooo 
insurance  00  his  life  was  not  paid.  II  you  had  only  paid  up  sooner, 
bis  unquiet  spirit  mi^ht  liavc  rested  peacefully  in  iis  watery  bed. 
It  is  cither  a  warning  to  insurance  companies  to  be  more  prompt  in 
payment  of  losses,  and  not  oblige  a  man  to  come  back  and  collect 
the  insurance  ct  Aii  tnvtt  life;  or  else  it  proves,  that  to  secure  the 
.return  of  departed  ones,  they  must  be  drowned  in  Savannah  River 
tnd  go  In  Florida. 

CHARLES  AND  MARTHA. 

In  the  summer  of  1870,  Charles  McCormick,  the  hero  of 
this  narrative,  was  twenty-four  years  of  age,  of  good  physique, 
being  nearly  six  feet  in  height,  weighing  one  hundred  and 
eighty  pounds,  and  altogether  a  lusty  specimen  of  the  Green 
Mountain  Boy.  Early  in  the  history  of  the  late  war  he  enlisted 
as  a  private  soldier  in  the  7th  Regiment  Vermont  Volunteer 
Infantry,  and.  creditably  serving  out  his  full  term  of  enlistment, 
obtained  an  honorable  discharge.  In  1867  he  married  a  highly 
respectable  young  woman,  and  not  long  aftenvards  opened  a 
genera!  insurance  agency  in  Ogdensburg,  St  Lawrence  County, 
New  York,  With  the  companies  he  represented,  his  business 
relations  were  favorable,  while  his  social  standing  was  not  ques- 
tioned in  the  community  where  he  had  chosen  his  readencc. 
Later  de\'clopments  showed  him  unworthy  of  the  respect  and 
conhdeiice  in  wltich  he  was  held  at  the  date  of  a  mysterious 
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disappearance,  an  event  which  occurred  on  a  hot  summer  after- 
noon in  tlie  niontli  o(  Augpjst,  187a  His  wife  held  a  pohcy 
written  upon  his  life  hy  the  Travelers  Insurance  Company. 
The  "  proofs  of  death  "  submitted  by  her,  in  support  uf  her  claim 
for  the  principal  sum  insured,  sufficiently  explain  (lie  manner 
of  his  mysterious  departure. 

According;  to  the  evidence  thus  submitted,  the  deposition  of 
one  H.  A.  Rockwell  informs  us  "  that  for  several  years  last  past 
he  has  resided  and  now  resides  in  the  town  of  Masscna,  Sl 
Lawrence  County,  N.  Y.,  and  tliat  he  knew  Charles  McCor- 
mick,  late  of  Ogdensburg  in  said  county,  and  last  saw  said 
McCormick  at  the  residence  of  this  deponent  in  Massena, 
under  the  following  circumstances.  On  (he  lyth  day  of  Au- 
gust, 1870,  said  NfcCorniick  came  to  the  residence  of  this  de- 
ponent with  a  horse  and  buggy,  and  informed  this  deponent 
that  he.  the  said  McCormick.  wished  lo  leave  his  horse  and 
bugg)-  with  this  deponent,  and  to  borrow  this  deponent's  boat 
to  go  to  Cornwall,  across  the  St.  Lawrence  River  in  Canada, 
and  would  return  it  to  deponent  on  the  Saturday  or  Monday 
following.  He  declared  his  inienlion  of  proceeding  from  Corn- 
wall, by  rail,  to  Prescott,  and  from  Prescott,  by  ferry,  to  Og- 
densburg.  and  return  to  Massena  over  the  same  route  the  Sat- 
urday or  Monday  following.  That  this  deponent  took  charge 
of  said  horse  and  bugg)-.  as  rei|ucsted  by  McCormick.  tn  keep 
until  his  intended  return,  and  let  his.  this  deponent's  boat — a 
skiff  containing  two  oars,  one  paddle  and  a  tow-line — ^to  said 
McCormick,  to  go  with  it  to  Cornwall.  That,  at  the  time 
aforesaid,  and  before  McCormick  left  this  deponent's  residence, 
he  informed  this  deponent  that  be.  McConnick.  had  an  en- 
gagement to  keep  at  Ogdcnsburg.  and  had  promised  to  meet 
a  person  there  from  Canton,  in  said  county,  on  business,  and 
had  sent  word  to  said  person  that  he.  McCormick,  would  meet 
him  at  Canton  on  Saturday.  That,  in  pursuit  of  such  purpose 
and  intention,  as  deponent  believes,  McCormick,  with  depo- 
nent's boat,  oars,  etc.,  as  afuresaid  stated,  left  deponent's  resi- 
dence to  go  to  Comwa]l,  at  about  the  hour  of  six  o'clock  in  the 
evening  of  said  19th  day  of  August  and  that  deponent  has 
not  since  seen  nor  heard  of  said  McCormick.  Deponent 
further  says,  that  on  Monday,  the  aad  day  of  August,  1870, 
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and  after  the  time  fixed  for  the  return  of  the  boat,  deponent 
went  to  Cornwall  to  look  after  the  same,  and  found  the  said 
boat  with  only  one  oar  and  the  tow-line  therein,  about  two  rods 
below  the  wharf  at  Cornwall,  where  said  boat  was  lodged 
against  the  shore,  and  not  tied  or  fastened,  but  lying  as  having 
been,  apparently,  blown  or  drifted  to  the  shore  by  wind  or  cur- 
rent And  deponent  further  says,  the  usual  route  of  ferriage 
from  Massena  to  Cornwall,  and  that  which  McCormick  pro- 
posed to  take,  is  difFicnh,  and  to  persons  inexperienced,  some- 
what dangerous  to  navigate;  and  that  the  route  from  Massena 
to  Ogdeiisbtirg  as  proposed  to  be  taken  by  McCormick,  is  fre- 
quently pursued  by  persons  travelling  from  Massena  to  Ogdens- 
burg,  and  is  the  only  route  by  rail  for  any  considerable  part  of 
the  distance.  Deponent  further  says  that  McCormick,  in  his 
attempted  journey  across  tlic  river,  wohM  not  be  likely  to  arrive 
at  Cornwall,  if  successful  and  meeting  no  accident,  until  after 
dark  on  said  19th  day  of  August;  and  that  deponent  has  never 
found  tlic  oar  and  paddle  missing  from  the  boat." 

In  the  furtherance  of  these  "proofs,"  Mrs.  McCormick,  wife 
of  the  late  Charles,  and  now  his  widow,  subscribes  to  an  affi- 
davit of  great  length,  whcran  she  gives  a  detailed  account  of 
her  knowledge  of  ber  husband's  usual  business  habits,  and  of 
his  movements  during  the  three  or  four  days  immediately  pre- 
ceding his  disappearance.  She  mentions  the  date  of  her  mar- 
riage to  McCormick,  and  says  that  she  "resided  with  him 
continuously  and  happily,  as  his  wife,  thereafter,"  It  appears 
that  she  and  her  husband  were  boarding  in  Ogdensburg  wiUi  a 
Mrs.  Kellogg,  and  tliat  they  left  their  boarding-place  to  go  to 
the  residence  of  her  father,  in  an  adjoining  town,  where  she  in- 
tended to  remain  until  her  husband  should  rejoin  her  there,  on 
his  return  from  one  of  his  usual  travelling  tours,  and  convey 
her  thence  to  their  home  in  Ogdensburg,  On  the  following 
day,  the  15th  day  of  August,  1870.  McCormick  left  her  at  her 
father's  residence,  driving  away  with  his  horse  and  buggy,  hav- 
ing 6rit  declared  his  intention  of  going  to  the  several  villages 
mentioned  by  name  in  her  affidavit.  She  further  says  she  has 
not  since  seen  nor  heard  from  her  husband,  directly  or  in- 
directly, and  has  had  no  infonnation  of  or  conceniing  him.  ex- 
cept that  derived  from  her  father  and  ethers  who  have  been  in 
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pursuit  of  Tacu  touching  his  fate.  She  states  that  she  "  received 
one  linen  coat,  one  linen  bosom,  and  one  tape  measure  from 
her  faliwr,  on  or  about  the  26lh  day  of  August.  1870,  and  that 
said  articles  and  a  small  hand-salcht-l  and  contents  were  the 
only  articles  taken  a^^'ay  by  the  said  Cliarlcs,  when  she  lust  saw 
him,  and  that  said  satchel  and  whatever  it  may  have  contained 
hjLs  not  been  reUimed  to  her.  and  has  not  been  (oimd,  to  her 
knowle<lge  and  belief."  In  her  affidavit  she  further  says  Mc- 
Cormick  "left  at  their  boarding-place  his  entire  personal  ward- 
rol>e  not  necessarily  in  use  by  him  when  she  last  saw  him, 
which,  together  with  the  articles  returned  tu  her,  and  the  horse. 
harness,  and  buggy  used  by  NfcCormick.  one  cutter,  bells, 
sleigh-robe  and  utensils,  and  articles  used  by  him  in  taking  care 
of  his  horse,  and  the  furniture  in  the  rooms  occupied  by  herself 
and  her  husband  at  said  Mrs.  Kellogg's.  constituted  the  entire 
personal  property  of  the  said  Charles  when  she  last  saw  him; 
and  that  he  had  no  real  estate  at  the  time  of  his  disajjprarancc." 
We  next  have  tlic  affidavit  of  Mrs.  McConnick's  failier,  who 
corroborates  the  statements  of  Mrs.  McCormick  and  of  Mr. 
Rockwell,  so  far  as  his  knowledge  of  the  facts  enables  him  to. 
This  afliant  further  says  that  "early  in  the  week  following  the 
19th  day  of  August,  1870,  he  was  informed  by  telegram  from 
Masscna  of  the  disappearance  of  the  said  Charles,  and  of  the 
finding  of  the  boat  mentioned  in  Rockwell's  affidavit;  and  that 
on  the  morning  succeeding  the  receipt  of  telegram  he  went  to 
Masscna,  and  from  Massena  to  Cornwall  with  said  Rockwood 
in  search  of  tlie  said  Charles,  and  spent  the  remainder  of  the 
week  in  such  search  witliout  acquiring  any  knowledge  or  infor^ 
mation  of  said  Charles's  whereabouts,  or  of  his  being  alive  or 
dead.  Tliat  he,  together  with  his  son  and  Louis  Rockwood,  on 
Tuesday  of  the  week  following,  proceeded  to  Maseena  and 
Cornwall  and  the  vicinity,  to  make  further  and  complete  search 
tor  said  Charles,  and  to  ascertain  what  may  Iiavc  happened  to 
him;  and  made  all  examinations  and  inquiries  believed  to  be 
eflfcctual  for  die  purpose  of  ascertaining  such  facts  as  could 
throw  light  upon  the  disappearance  and  whereabouts  of  said 
Charles,  whether  living  or  dead;  and  in  the  pursuit  of  such 
purpose  \'isJted  the  shores  of  islands  of  said  St.  LawTence  River, 
for  considerable  distances,  and  made  inquiries  of  persons  liv- 
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ing  in  such  vicinity  relative  thereto,  and  pursued  said  river 
and  vicinity  in  such  search  and  inquiry  as  far  as  the  city  of 
Montreal  and  back,  durinp  an  absence  of  seven  or  eight  days. 
That  he  was  infumicd  and  believes  that  said  Charles  was  not 
seen  on  the  Canadian  side  of  the  river  on  the  said  19th  day  of 
August,  1870,  by  any  person  or  persons  who  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  business  and  travel  would  have  seen  him  had  he 
landed  and  pursued  his  way  to  Ogdensburg  via  Prescott.  as 
suted  in  the  affidavit  of  said  Rockwood.  That  he  was  in- 
formed by  the  bridge-tender  who  was  present  at  and  in  atten- 
dance on  the  drawbridge  that  spans  the  Cornwall  Canal  in  the 
line  of  travel  from  the  shore  of  the  said  river  to  Cornwall,  that 
said  Charles  was  well  known  to  said  bridge-tender,  and  that  said 
Charles  did  not  cross  said  bridge  on  the  igih  day  of  August, 
1870,  before  or  after  dark;  and  he  was  also  informed  by  the 
ticket  agent  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  that  said  Charles  was 
not  at  Cornwall  on  said  19th  day  of  August,  or  afterward,  to 
his  knowledge.  He  was  also  further  informed  by  the  driver  of 
the  omnibus  running  to  the  depot  of  s^d  railway,  and  present 
there  on  the  evening  of  said  19th  day  of  August,  that  he  was 
well  acquainted  with  said  Charles,  and  saw  nothing  of  him  at 
the  depot  on  the  arrival  of  the  train  on  its  way  to  Prescott; 
and  affiant  was  informed  by  several  persons  in  Cornwall  ac- 
quainted with  said  Charles  that  nothing  had  been  seen  of  him 
there,  to  their  knowledge,  on  the  day  last  aforesaid.  And  fur^ 
ther,  since  receipt  of  the  telegram,  this  affiant  has  spent  more 
than  three  months,  and  has  expended  in  cash  over  $300,  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  fate  or  whereabouts  of  said 
Charles,  without  success." 

Mrs,  Kellogg,  with  whom  McCormick  and  wife  boarded  in 
Ogdensburg,  was  produced  and  sworn  in  further  support  of  the 
claim  arising  under  the  insurance  policy.  From  this  affidavit 
it  appears  that,  three  days  after  leaving  his  wife  at  her  father's 
residence.  McCormick  returned  to  Ogdensburg,  making  his 
appearance  at  Mrs.  Kcllogg's  on  the  mnming  of  the  iSth  of 
August.  Mrs.  Kellogg  says  he  came  with  his  horse  and  buggy, 
breakfasted  with  her.  and  then  drove  away  to  attend  a  funeral. 
Before  leaving  he  informpd  her  that  he  had  an  engagement  to 
meet  a  person  from  Canton  on   Friday  morning,  and  would 


return  to  her  rest<Icnce  with  his  wife  on  Friday  or  Saturday 
Mlduing.  She  further  says  that  McConiiick  ami  wife  boarded 
with  her  (<»r  about  a  year  prior  to  and  up  to  the  tinic  of  his 
disappearance,  and  tliat  during  the  period  of  her  acquaintance 
with  them  they  livc<l  agreeably  and  happily  together. 

Upon  tlie  foregoing  evidence,  together  with  other  circum- 
stances of  a  corroborative  character,  Mr$.  McCormick  hon- 
estly believed  her  husband  to  l>e  deceased,  and  that  the  time  and 
manner  of  his  death  were  as  clearly  indicated  as  evidence  of  a 
purely  presumptive  nature  could  determine.  This  evidence 
was  forwarded  to  the  insurance  company  fi%-c  months  after  the 
disapi>carance,  and  linlc  doubt  existed  in  the  minds  of  tlic  com- 
munity, at  that  time,  that  Charles  McCormick  had  been  acci- 
dentally drowned.  Itut  the  company  already  had  had  its  sus- 
picions awakened  as  to  the  genuineness  of  the  drowning,  and 
had  instituted  some  inquiries  which  led  to  a  belief  that  Charles 
was  not  lying  in  the  cold  embrace  of  the  St.  I-awrence. 

It  was  ascertained  thai  when  McCormick  returned  to  his 
boarding-place,  on  the  morning  of  the  iSth  of  August,  he  donned 
his  best  clolkes.  True,  he  was  going  to  a  funeral,  but  he  did 
not  come  back  afterwards  and  exchange  the  suit.  He  attended 
the  funeral,  after  which  lie  loitered  about  until  afternoon,  when 
he  left,  saying  he  was  going  to  Masscna  to  make  collections. 
On  his  way  there  he  was  met  by  an  acquaintance,  who  spent  a 
while  with  him,  and  had  an  opportunity  to  observe  that  Mc- 
Cormick had  a  considerable  sum  of  money  in  his  pnsfession. 
He  spent  the  night  in  Massena,  ostensibly  at  the  hotel  there, 
but  it  was  known  that  he  was  at  the  house  of  a  certain  woman 
in  that  vicinity,  sufficiently  long  to  occasion  comment  by  some 
tinchariublc  neighbors.  The  next  morning.  August  19th.  he 
again  called  at  the  woman's  house  and  bade  the  family  good- 
by.  He  spent  the  day  in  loafing  about,  and  then,  towards 
evening,  drove  to  the  house  of  Mr.  Rockwond,  where  he  left  his 
horse  and  buggy  and  procured  the  boat,  as  set  forth  in  Rock- 
wood's  deposition.  He  harl  proptwcd  to  return  to  Ogdensburg 
by  rail  through  Canada,  when  he  niifiht  have  driven  back  there 
as  eaaly  as  he  had  driven  from  there,  the  distance  being  .ibout 
thirty  miles.  It  was  pretty  certain,  too,  there  was  "a  woman 
and  a  woman  not  his  wife. 
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At  this  stage  of  tltc  narration  we  may  introduce  Martha,  a 
comely  young  woman  who  had  l)c«n  deserted  by  her  husband 
while  living  in  a  distant  Western  State.  As  a  grass-widow  she 
liad  been  successful,  having  lived  an  adventurous  life  and  had 
accumulated  money  among  tlic  gamblers  and  speculators  who 
followed  the  construction  of  the  Pacific  Railn)ad.  Martha  Iiad 
a  sister  and  other  relatives  residing  in  the  small  town  of  Gouver- 
ncur,  which  is  quite  near  the  place  where  McCorrnick  was  last 
seen,  and  to  this  home,  in  her  native  vill^e,  Martha  returned 
from  her  wanderings.  She  was  living  here  at  the  time  of  Mc- 
Corraick's  disappearance,  and  it  was  well  known  hy  certain 
persons  tliat  she  and  Charles  had  been  on  intimate  rela- 
tions. Martha's  sister  was  a  little  piqxied  with  the  tact  tlial 
such  relations  existed,  as,  prior  to  Martha's  return  home, 
Charles  had  been  kindly  attentive  to  herself.  So  the  sister  was 
inclined  to  talk  with  the  special  who  was  in  pursuit  of  knowl- 
edge under  difHculties,  and  she  remembered  how  Martha  had 
told  her,  just  before  the  happening  of  the  drowning,  that 
"  Charles  was  going  to  leave  this  little  town,  and  would  keel  up 
on  the  bottom  of  the  St  Lawrence  River  in  less  than  a  week," 
after  which  he  would  "  go  West,"  and  there  let  his  moustache 
grow,  50  that  no  one  would  know  him.  Furthermore,  she  had 
reason  to  believe  that  Martha  had  been  in  correspondence 
with  Charles  wnce  his  disappearance.  She  had  seen  and 
read  part  of  a  letter  which  Martha  was  then  writing  to  "dear 
Charley,"  dated  September  9th,  and  the  sister  was  sure  that, 
up  to  the  date  of  McCormick's  disappearance.  Martha  had 
no  correspondent  by  the  name  of  Charley.  The  village  post- 
office  clerk  remembered  how  Martha  had  wanted  him  to  get 
an  Ogdensburg  newspaper  of  the  next  week,  for  her.  He  did 
so,  and  when  she  called  the  next  week  for  it,  she  directed 
his  attention  to  an  account  in  the  paper  of  McCormick's  acci- 
dental tlrowning.  Martha's  sister  enlarged  upon  this  (act,  and 
remembered  that  Martha  brought  the  paper  home,  and  show- 
ing the  account  of  the  drowning,  said.  "  Did  I  not  tell  you 
he  was  going  to  keel  up  on  the  bottom  of  the  SL  Lawrence 
River?" 

Some  weeks  after  McCormick's  disappearance,  after  all  ex- 
citement had  subsided,  Martha  went  West  again.    Exactly 
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where  she  went  or  how  slie  liveJ  (hiring  the  ensuing  ten  months, 
is  not  hilly  known. 

As  the  matter  thus  stood,  the  insurance  people  believed  that 
a  demand  to  recover  under  the  policy  would  not  be  urged 
against  the  company,  and  (or  a  while  nothing  further  wa.s  done 
to  solve  the  mystcrj-.  The  claim  was  supposed  to  have  been 
virtually  abandoned,  wlien,  the  following  spring,  the  company's 
attention  was  a^ain  called  to  the  matter  by  the  legal  adviser 
of  Mrs.  McOtmiiclc. 

There  had  been  periodical  rumorii  of  the  discovery  of  Mc- 
Cormick's  body,  and  one  of  tlic  reports,  which  seemed  to  call 
for  an  investigation  at  tlic  hands  of  the  insurance  company. 
may  be  alluded  to  at  this  point.  The  skeleton  of  a  man  wa.% 
found  on  the  Canada  shore,  in  May,  1871,  and  it  was  an- 
nounce*!  that  these  were  the  bones  of  the  missing  Charles. 
But  an  examination  disclosed  the  act  that  the  bones  were  those 
of  an  elderly  person,  which  fact  the  nunicroiis  gray  hairs  found 
upon  the  skull  fully  confirmed.  Cliarles  had  never  seen  one- 
half  the  number  of  winters  that  had  passed  over  the  head 
of  this  skeleton,  It  was  observed  that  these  remains  were 
clothed  in  a  heavy,  thick,  woolen  suit,  over  which  was  a  heavy 
broadcloth  overcoat,  closely  buttoned  up.  indicating  wintry 
weadier  at  the  time  this  person  perished;  whereas  McCormiclc 
disappeared  in  August,  upon  one  uf  the  warmest  days  of  tliat 
particularly  warm  month. 

About  this  time,  the  latter  part  of  May,  1871,  some  new 
(acts  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the  insurance  company,  which 
had  the  tendency  to  divert  attention  from  tlie  information  which 
had  t)crn  obtained  from  Martha's  relatives.  As  the  (acts 
herein  alluded  to  came  to  the  company  confidentially,  and  with 
the  retjucst  that  the  particulars  as  to  how  they  were  obtained 
should  not  be  divulged,  wc  arc  unable  to  publish  that  which 
would  otlicrwise  be  an  interesting  feature  of  this  story.  It  will 
have  to  suffice  our  present  purpose  to  say  there  existed  good 
reasons  for  believing  that  tlic  missing  Charles  was  then  in 
Girard,  Kansas,  or  somewhere  in  tliat  vicinity,  within  the 
knowledge  of  one  Henry  E.  Perkins,  a  resident  of  that  place. 
Upon  inquiry,  it  was  ascertained  that  this  Perkins  had  been  an 
array  comrade  of  McCormick,  tliey  having  enlisted  in  the  same 
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regiment  and  company,  where  they  served  ant!  messed  together 
nearly  (our  years.  It  was  decided  to  send  an  experienced 
agent  of  the  insurance  company  (o  Girard  for  further  develop- 
ments. According-ly,  a  pro  tern,  detective  made  his  appearance, 
intog.,  in  Girard,  towards  the  latter  part  of  June,  and  at  once 
entered  upon  his  task.  Some  two  or  three  weeks  were  spent 
in  a  fruitless  search,  during  which  time  an  acquaintance  with 
Perkins  was  formed,  but  only  to  learn  nothing  satisfactory  con- 
cerning the  missing  McCormick.  Perkins  finally  suspected  the 
purpose  of  the  agent's  visit  to  Girard,  and  thereupon,  seeking" 
a  private  interview,  unbosomed  his  suspicions  and  made  known 
his  entire  ignorance  and  innocence  of  the  matter.  He  feel- 
ingly expressed  his  willingness  to  htmish  any  and  every  aid  or 
assistance  in  his  power  which  would  lead  to  the  discovery  of 
McCormick,  if  living.  Wliether  Perkins's  statements  were  true 
or  false,  it  was  now  clear  that  nothing  further  was  to  be  accom- 
plished in  that  direction.  The  agent  therefore  rctnnicd  east- 
ward at  once,  and  then  took  up  the  threads  which  linked  the 
name  of  Charles  with  the  now  missing  Martha. 

His  first  cfloTt  was  to  find  the  whereabouts  of  Martha.  She 
was  traced  to  Chicago,  and  believed  to  be  in  that  city.  !t  took 
several  weeks  lo  trace  her  exact  locality,  but  this  was  finally 
accomplished  through  letters  addressed  to  lier  by  a  third  party 
with  whom  she  was  acquainted.  It  was  ascertained  that  she 
was  keeping  a  cigar  store  in  tlic  city,  and  the  detective  soon 
found  it  convenient  to  buy  his  tobacco  of  her.  In  due  time  an 
interview  with  her  lc<(  to  an  agreement  on  her  part  to  furnish 
the  company's  agent  with  satisfactory  and  conclusive  proof  that 
Charles  was  not  dead,  but  now  living.  She  said  he  was  living 
under  an  assumed  name,  but  was  not  then  residing  with  her, 
nor  in  Chicago.  Fmally,  upon  terms  agreed  upon  between 
herself  and  the  agent,  she  placed  tn  the  lattcr's  hands  four 
ktters,  dated  respectively.  August  23,  1870,  September  6,  1870, 
October  24.  1870.  and  November  10,  1870.  Accompanying 
these  letters  is  Martha's  statement,  written  by  herself  in  a  neat, 
business-like  hand,  from  which  we  copy  the  following  extract; 

....  These  letters  were  written  by  Charles  McCorniicfe,  formerly 
of  OsdensbiirK,  N.  Y.  The  first  three  reached  mc  at  Goiircrneur, 
N-  Y.,  and  thi:  U»(  named  at  Adams  House.  Qiicano,     [  have  had 
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no  correspondence  with  him  •inc«  (he  la»l  letter  benin  named.  The 
Kuurned  ruuK  of  C.  H.  Mack  wa-i  understood  bctwcai  us  1>cIorc  bis 
dUappeaisnce  liom  hoin«  in  August,  1870. 

This  Statement,  si^ed  by  Manila's  full  name,  is  dated, 
"  Chicago.  August  25.  1871 ; "  a  little  more  dian  one  year  sub- 
sequent to  McComiick's  disappearance. 

The  first  of  these  letters  u-as  written  iivc  days  after  his  dis- 
appearance, at  a  time  when  his  worthy  fatlicr-in-law  was  "ex- 
amining the  shores  of  the  islands  in  the  St.  Lawrence  River,  in 
search  of  the  bo<ly  of  the  said  Charles,"  It  vras  received  by 
Martha  while  at  her  home  in  Gouvemeur,  N.  Y.,  where  she  then 
was,  and  to  which  she  replied  by  niail  in  accordance  with  pre- 
existing arrangements.  This  verifies  the  statements  made  by 
her  sister  concerning  this  alleged  correspondence.  The  follow- 
ing is  a  verbatim  copy: 

Omoro.  Wis..  Aug'.  331I.  1870. 

Mv  DEAR  Mattil — I  arrived  at  thi.s  p!ace  ycsicrdny.  I  can'l  say 
M  jret  how  Innd  I  may  ittay  here,  Inil  ihtnlc  I  will  leave  to-morrow 
mominft  Now.  dear,  I  can't  write  much,  not  but  that  my  desire  is 
good  enough,  but  you  know  I  am  In  rather  a  sad  plight.  1  vi'ah 
jfou  were  here,  that  you  could  l»c  a  source  of  comfort;  you  know  I 
am  of  a  lonely  nature  if  left  alone.  You  asked  me  to  write  yau 
plainly;  I  will  try  to  do  so.  and  in  a  rcry  few  words.  /  u-aitt  you  A> 
Jain  >m  lU  th*  rarlifsl  r^^orlunity.  Now,  I  may  not  he  able  lo  send 
for  yoM  as  soon  as  I  would  like,  hut  believe  me,  Mnitie,  I  will  use 
every  eflon  lo  advance  iht  pfojcci.  I  want  you  to  write  me  before 
ycni  sleep,  after  getting  this  address. 

C.  H.  Mack. 

Neekah,  Winnebago  Co.,  Wisoomsih.     My  lore  to  you,  swetrt  one. 

Write  mc  plainly  so  I  may  understind  you. 

C  H.  Mack. 

P.  S.  Wednesday,  j  o'clk,  P.  M.  Send  your  letters  to  Oihkoth. 
mmnfbago  Co.,  Wis..  P.  0.  Hox  N».  318.     A  Ids*  from  C.  H.  M. 

The  second  letter,  written  soon  afterwards,  reads  as  follows: 

OSHKOsn.  Wis..  Sept.  6th.  1 8yo. 
Dear  FaiENn— Your  kind  note  is  at  hand.  1  am  pleaiied  to  Wrn 
that  you  arc  disposed  to  favor  my  proposal.  Now,  Mattic,  remember 
that  I  am  placed  in  a  very  peeuliar  iituathfi.  \  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  people  think  I  am  "  gone  up  "—or  down,  really,  I  can't  say 
which — and  it  now  remains  with  you  to  siy  whether  ihejr  *hatt  so 
continue  to  think,  or  not.  For  God'*  sake.  Maitic.  as  you  value  a 
tme  friend,  do  not  indicate  by  either  word,  look,  gesture  or  action. 
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that  you  knaw  or  even  ihtnk  of  met  1  am  not  lenrful,  Mattie,  that 
;ou  would  knowinsly  divulge  anythirtK  which  would  injure  mc. 
Always  remember,  dear,  that  I  am  and  will  be  a  friend,  even  tliougli 
you  should  conclude  in  the  future  to  discard  aie.  Do  not  think  I 
make  this  statement  with  a  view  to  get  your  Eavor.  My  past  life  I 
believe  to  be  one  of  honor  towards  a  friend,  and  I  ^1  to  remember 
a  case  where  I  have  ever  deceived  one. 

I  hope  to  receive  a  g^ood  long  letter  from  you  crc  Saturday  eve. 
I  am  as  yet  unsettled  ns  rctcard^  my  future  prospect  of  business.  I  am 
to  remain  here  one  iitonih  yei.  and  then  I  will  very  likely  knuw  «i>me- 
thint{  further.  I  am  well,  and,  for  aught  I  know,  happy — but  you 
must  write  mc  often  if  you  wish  lo  kccji  mc  so.  Darltiitf.  do  noi  make 
a  confidant  of  any  one,  no!  even  Frank,  and  at  some  future  day  I 
will  repay  you  lor  your  constancy,     Hoping  you  arc  enjoyitiji  life, 

I  remain  yours,  truly  and  ever, 

C.  H.  Mack,  Box  jiS. 

The  third  letter  is  as  follows: 

Jankytllk.  Wis.,  October  I4iIj.  1870. 
DaiilIno  MattIE — I  have  but  just  received  yours  of  Scptem.  jWh, 
and  am  now  in  doubt  as  to  your  being  in  Gouvcrneur.  It  was  in 
consequence  of  my  changing  my  P.  O,  addr<:sB  that  your  kind  note 
did  not  reach  mc  until  so  late  a  date.  Hoping  you  will  pardon  mc 
for  this,  I  promise  better  hereafter.  Should  have  written,  but  as  I 
ordered  all  letters  to  he  (orwarded.  and  received  none,  I  (cared  you 
did  not  write.    Forgive  my  doubting,  and  write  mc  at  ibia  place. 

In  haste, 

C.  H.  M. 

The  fourth  tetter,  which  was  directed  to  and  received  at  the 
Adams  House.  Chicago,  is  as  EoUows: 

jANESvn,LE,  Wis.,  Novem.  loth,  187a 
Mv  UEAR  Mattie:  Your  dear  note  was  duly  received:  am  pleased 
with  results,  and  tniat  they  may  continue  favorable,  yet  I  asiiure  you, 
cvcrylhinK  has  not  worked  so  smoothly  here.  I  had  to  leave  Oshkosh 
because  of  a  person  being  there  whom  I  knew.  He,  however,  did 
not  ftce  me.  In  looking  the  Directory  over  I  saw  his  name,  and  on 
inquiry  learned  he  was  the  man  whom  I  knew — a  lawyer — and  I  know- 
ing we  would  surely  meet,  had  to  "  get  up  and  get"  I  am  sorry  tu  say 
the  change  has  not  been  a  good  one  (or  me.  1  had  a  good  situation 
at  that  place,  but  ii  is  not  so  here.  Therefore  I  am  at  present  writinR 
my  la»t  from  this  place:  have  my  ticket  in  my  pocket,  and  will  leave 
to-morrow  mominK  for  Kansas.  T  do  not  know  as  yel  in  what  part 
I  will  locate,  but  am  going  to  Leavenworth.  I  am  sorry  it  is  so, 
Mattie.  but  1  can  not  help  it  I  have  not  much  money,  though  I 
have  aot  gambled,  as  you  heard.     I   deny  the  charge,  excepting  in 
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one  inuancc  to  the  amount  of  iwdve  dollars.  I  say  I  regrel  having 
to  leave  here  to  noon,  as  I  wifihcd  you  to  tois  mc  before  I  moved, 
but  my  mcaiiB  will  not  allow  rae  to  wrait  I  must  get  into  some- 
tiling  soon.  Oh!  Mattt«,  it  ia  h:ir<l  when  I  think  how  poor  I  am, 
an<l  consider  my  situation;  and  then  when  I  remember  what  you 
uid  about  ni'mcy  matters,  it  makes  it  still  harder.  Do  you  remeraltcr? 
It  WM  at  Frank's.  It  was  thia:  that  you  did  not  caic  for  a  man 
unleu  he  had  money.  I  know,  dear,  you  did  not  mean  all  thi»— did 
yoo?    At  least  I  will  try  and  hope  not. 

How  I  wotitd  like  to  call  in  and  take  tea  with  you  this  cveaingi 
or  rather,  I  would  prefer  to  have  you  take  te»  with  me.  Bitl  as  we 
cinnoi  bave  that  pleasure,  let  us  hope  for  the  time  to  hasten  when 
we  may  be  allowed  even  more — a  loving  kiss.  Be  cautious,  my  own 
darling,  that  you  do  not  by  word,  action  or  look,  give  tbcm  to  under- 
stand tlut  you  know  where  I  am  Hut  1  need  not  caution  yout 
However,  you  know  Frank  is  slurp,  and  will  guest  more  than  half. 

But  [  must  close,  as  it  is  near  train  lime,  and  1  have  to  KO  out 
about  fire  miles  to  another  station  to-nigfat,  and  retnm  ready  to  leave 
in  the  morning.  I  wish  I  could  send  my  love  to  Jennie,  but  it 
would  not  do. 

I  am,  as  ever;  yours  truly. 

C.  H.  Mack. 


Accftrtling  to  Martha.*?,  verbal  statement,  she  and  CItnrleR  had 
separated,  .ind  allhfiugh  he  had  pine  back  to  Jane^iville,  Wis.,  it 
was  her  belief  that  he  was  abuut  leaving  that  place,  even  if  he 
had  not  already  gone.  Without  unnecessary  delay,  the  agent 
pushed  on  to  that  city  for  tlie  purpose  of  securing  a  personal 
interview  with  McCormick,  or,  failing  in  that,  to  identif>'  him 
with  C.  H.  Macli  by  means  ot  his  photograph,  of  which  the 
agent  Itad  copies.  On  inquiry  at  the  [K)st-oilice  in  Janesville, 
it  was  ascertained  that  C.  H.  Mack  had  a  box  there;  that  he 
took  a  weekly  newspaper  through  the  same:  that  at  times  he 
came  in  person  to  the  post-oflTicc,  and  at  other  times  sent  for 
his  mail:  and  tlial  he  was  sometimes  seen  in  company  with  a 
family  living  some  five  or  six  miles  from  town, 

Finally,  the  hunt  was  narrowed  down  closely,  and  on  tlic 
30th  day  of  August.  1871,  the  agent  came  upon  the  long-lost 
Charles,  and  identified  him  through  his  resemblance  to  the 
photograph,  when  he  at  last  acknowledged  his  real  name,  and 
sub&crihetl  to  a  statement  from  which  we  make  the  following 
extract: 
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.  .  .  .  f  {earn  Ihat  a  claim  Mas  been  maeie  (tut  uniirr  iJu  policy  in 
yitur  company,  the  daimamt  rtprescntiitg  that  I  am  dead,  and  f  ktrcby 
beg  ta  inforsn  you  that  the  claim  is  not  yet  good,  as  /  am  living  and  in 
fair  health.  Charles  McCormick. 

During  this  interview  of  the  agent  with  McCormick,  it  was 
asccrtain«d  that  tlic  latter  had  been  in  correspondence  with 
Perkins,  and  bad  recently  written  him  over  his  assumed  name 
of  CH.  Mack. 

A  few  weeks  subsequent  to  this  discovery  of  McCormick,  the 
following  letter  from  him  was  received  at  the  ofHcc  of  the  in- 
surance company: 

Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Oct.  9,  1871. 
Srcretarv  of  Tkavri_f.rs  Ins.  Co..  Hartford.  Conn.: 

Sir — Having  seen  one  of  your  general  agents,  and  given  hira  a 
crrtificalc  of  ray  being  jilivc.  I  feci  it  .1  duly  lu  my»df  lu  give  a  stalc- 
m«n1  o{  ilie  causes  and  Icdings  with  whicli  1  left  Otrdensburg,  ttieretw 
caUiinK  a  claim  to  t>c  made  for  the  insurance  on  my  life. 

Fifsi.  I  was  indclilcd  to  ihe  Agrkullural  Fire  Insurance  Company. 
Watenown,  N.  Y..  and  they  wrote  my  surety  tliat  thfy  would  hold 
him  for  my  indebtedness— they  having  btfore  lliis  lu!d  mc  in  iicrsun 
that  lliey  would  not  hurry  me.  1  thought  then,  as  I  belive  now. 
llmt  li.-itl  they  let  mc  aion-c  1  couM  liavc  paid  all  my  liabilities  in  a 
nhuri  time.  .  .  .  True,  this  is  no  good  reason  for  mc  to  base  a  Justi* 
lication  of  my  actions,  yet  this,  in  conneeiion  with  the  high  e<.timate 
in  whicli  1  held  my  surety,  and  a  knowlrdgc  of  the  trust  he  had 
placed  in  me.  with  a  sense  of  Ihe  mortification  it  would  cause  me  to 
have  the  matter  made  public,  worked  on  my  mind  lo  so  great  an 
cxicnl  as  to  entirely  uiifii  riic  for  business. 

There  was,  as  you  undoubtedly  know,  having  investigated  the 
matter,  othrr  rtawm  wkkh  I  tteed  not  menliim.  Suffice  to  say  that 
I  tnily  regret  ihc  action;  but  sir.  I  assure  you  that  I  bad  not  then, 
nor  have  I  now.  a  wish  to  wrong  any  person  or  persons;  and  1  am 
resolved.  Providence  permitting,  to  refund  any  money  which  may 
have  been  advanced  to  or  lor  mc.  .  .  . 

Feeling  that  to  write  more  would  be  only  a  rehearsal  of  matter 
which  you  undLTstard,  I  will  close.  Hoping  this  may  meet  your 
favorable  consideration, 

I  remain,  etc., 
Charles  McCormick. 

P.  S.  I  have  heard  that  a  statement  was  made  to  the  effect  that 
I  had  a  large  amount  of  money  when  I  left.  1  deny,  and  can4)roTe 
this  to  be  false.    Please  address 

Charles  McCormick. 
Care  of  Henry  E.  PerkxHi,  Qirwd,  Kansas. 
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For  aught  wc  know,  Charles  still  luxuriates  "  out  West,"  and 
mayhap  the  false  and  fickle  Martha — who  sold  the  secret  of 
his  hiding-place,  regardless  of  Charles's  despairing  love-letters 
— has  rvjoined  her  lover  since  her  cigar-sliop  was  humcd  with 
twenty  tliousand  otlicr  shops  and  dwellings,  on  lliat  lurid  night 
of  tlic  great  fire.  This  little  affair  cost  the  insurance  company 
a  deal  of  trouble  and  considerable  expense — all  on  account  of 
Charles's  foolish  infatuation  for  Martlia. 


DONALD  McLEOD. 

An  accident  policy  insuring  the  life  of  Donald  McLeod,  of 
Sherbrooke,  Province  of  yuebcc.  Dominion  of  Canada,  was 
written  December  21,  1875,  **y  ^^^  Travelers  Insurance  Com- 
pany. Six  days  later  (he  company's  agvnt  in  Sherbrooke  gave 
notice  that  the  policy  had  become  a  claim,  stating,  in  the  course 
of  his  letter,  that  "  Mr.  McLcod  went  to  the  river  for  a  barrel 
of  water,  and  half  an  hour  afterwards  bis  team  was  found  at 
the  river-bank,  his  barrel  afloat  down  the  stream,  and  bis  cap 
floating  near  the  team;"  further,  that  at  the  "time  of  writing, 
half  past  nine  p.  m.,  parties  were  still  searching  for  the  body 
in  the  open  water,  in  boats  with  torches." 

In  the  sworn  statement  of  the  wife  of  McLcod,  it  is  stated 
briefly  that  "the  late  Donald  McLcod  lost  his  life  by  drowning, 
at  the  junction  of  die  rivers  Magog  and  St.  Francis,  on  the 
evening  of  the  27tli  day  of  December,  t875." 

The  particulars  of  his  sudden  departure  arc  more  fully  given 
in  the  statement  of  one  Joseph  Whitehouse,  who  on  his  oath 
said:  "I  was  in  the  employ  of  the  late  Donald  McLcod, 
livery  stable  keeper  in  the  city  of  Sherbrooke.  Was  employed 
as  ostler.  Thomas  Price  was  employed  there  as  teamster. 
About  halt-past  five  o'clock  in  the  evening  of  the  27th  day  of 
December,  1875.  Price  and  myself  were  at  work  in  McLeod's 
stables,  under  his  orders,  when  he  entered  the  stable,  having 
JDse  come  from  his  house,  which  is  near  by.  I  assisted  him  in 
harnessing  a  horse  to  the  sleigh  with  which  he  had  been  accus- 
tomed to  draw  water  from  the  river.  The  sleigh  was  coated 
with  frozen  ice,  and  the  horse  was  rather  an  unsteady  one. 
He  drove  to  the  river  and  T  remained  in  the  stable,  intending  to 
await  his  return,  as  the  distance  is  nut  far  and  the  trip  ought 
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not  to  have  taken  him  more  than  fifteen  or  twenty  minutes. 
Mrs.  McLcod,  however,  called  me  to  go  to  tea,  and  told  m*  to 
leave  a  lantern  for  her  husband.  1  went  with  Price  and  we  had 
tea.  On  going  back  to  the  stable  we  saw  that  McLeod  had  not 
rcttimcd.  Price  went  to  sec  what  the  trouble  was,  and  in  a 
few  moments  drove  into  the  yard  with  the  horse  and  sleigh, 
■without  barrel  or  pail,  and  telling  mc  to  hurry  with  him  to  the 
river,  as  he  feared  McLcod  was  drowned.  Wc  went  at  once 
to  the  river.  The  barrel  and  pail  had  by  this  time  floated  be- 
yond the  mouth  of  the  Magog  River,  and  was  being  carried  by 
the  current  down  the  St.  Francis  River,  towards  the  ice.  The 
St.  Francis  River  was  open  only  for  a  small  space  about  the 
mouth  of  the  Magog  River,  and  the  remainder  of  it  was  all 
frozen  over.  It  was  a  very  cold  night,  and  before  lights  and 
as&istancc  of  any  use  could  be  had,  the  body  must  have  been 
carried  under  the  ice  of  the  St  Francis,  as  it  could  not  be 
found  in  the  small  space  of  open  water.  Tlie  current  of  both 
rivers  coming  together  at  the  mouth  of  the  Magog  would  have 
a  tendency  to  drive  the  body  down  the  St  Francis  and  under 
the  ice.  From  all  the  circumstances,  1  have  no  doubt  of  his 
having  been  drowned  on  that  occasion," 

Tile  affidavit  of  Thomas  Price  corroborates  that  of  White- 
house,  and  also  relates  the  following  incidents:  "I  went  to 
the  stable  after  supper  and  saw  that  McLcod  had  not  re- 
turned from  the  river.  I  started  out  to  look  down  the  hill  to 
see  if  he  was  coming.  Not  seeing  him,  I  went  to  the  river. 
There  I  found  the  horse  backed  into  the  stream,  the  horse's  fore 
feet  standing  on  the  edge  of  tlie  ice  in  about  a  foot  of  water, 
the  hind  feet  over  the  edge  of  the  ice  in  water  about  three 
feet  deep.  The  sleigh  apparently  was  afloat  and  the  barrel 
and  pail  were  missing.  I  took  the  horse  and  sleigli  imme- 
diately to  the  stable,  and  with  others  hastened  back  to  the 
river,  telling  persons  on  the  way  of  my  fears  that  McLeod 
was  drowned.  A  crowd  soon  gathered,  one  of  whom  found 
McLcod's  cap  drifted  and  frozen  to  the  shore  ice.  At  the 
mouth  of  the  Magog  River,  where  this  occurred,  a  strong  cur- 
rent prevails,  and  the  waters  of  the  St.  Francis,  into  which 
the  Magog  empties,  must  have  carried  the  body  under  the  ice, 
as  it  could  not  be  found  in  the  open  water." 
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Price  further  avers  Ibal  he  has  "  no  doubt,  from  all  Ihe  cir- 
cumsUnces  of  the  evening,  that  McLeod  was  drowned  on  that 
occasion." 

In  further  support  of  the  alleged  drowning,  the  proofs  of 
death  exhibit  the  afSdavit  of  a  person  who,  passing  at  the 
Ume,  noticed  the  horse  and  sleigh  on  Ihe  bank  of  the  Magog, 
as  McLeod  was  in  the  act  of  hacking  down  to  tlie  river.  It 
was  too  dark  (or  this  person  to  distinguish  McLeod  sufficiently 
to  recognize  him,  but  he  observed  a  man  standing  on  the  rear 
end  of  a  sleigh  or  sled,  behind  a  barrel,  backing  a  liorsc  into 
the  water.  As  this  was  a  common  occurrence,  the  witness  paid 
no  particular  attention  to  it  at  the  time,  hut  reluming  soon 
afterwards,  when  passing  the  same  place,  where  he  had  pre-' 
vioualy  noticed  llie  horse  and  sleigh,  in  Uxiking  across  the 
river  he  saw  a  water-barrel  and  pail  floating  out  from  the  Magog 
towards  the  St  Francis  River.  Witness  simply  thought  the 
man  whom  he  had  previously  seen  had  Uist  his  barrel  and  pail; 
and  lie  further  states  that  the  interval  of  time  between  going 
and  returning,  was  no  more  than  wotdd  have  been  necessary 
(or  tile  occurrence  of  such  an  accident  to  the  person  in  charge 
of  the  team. 

Upon  this  evidence  the  widow  of  McLeod  demanded  pay- 
ment of  the  princiijal  sum  insured;  and  similar  affidavits  were 
submitted  to  the  /Etna  Life  Insurance  Company  of  Hartford,  in 
support  of  a  claim  arising  under  a  poUcy  written  upon  McLeod's 
life  hy  that  company.  In  presenting  these  claims  agninst  the 
insurance  companies,  a  gentleman  who  announced  himself  as 
a  brother-in-law  of  the  widow,  and  also  as  "secretary  to  one 
of  tlic  ministers  of  the  croivn,"  adtlrcssc<I  the  companies  by 
letters,  saying:  "The  evidence  is,  of  c«ursc,  circumstantial; 
bat  I  believe  no  equitable  doubt  remains  of  Mr.  McLeod's 
deatJi,  at  the  time  and  in  the  manner  specified." 

The  preliminar)'  proofs  were  not  submitted  until  the  May 
following  McLeod's  disappearance,  they  having  been  delayed 
in  view  of  the  possibility  of  his  body  being  found  on  the  break- 
ing up  of  the  ice  In  the  month  of  July  a  body  was  found  in 
the  St  Lawrence  River,  into  which  tlic  St.  Francis  flows,  which 
was  thought  to  be  that  of  McLeod.  Upon  examination  it  was 
found  to  be  the  body  of  a  much  older  person  ijian  McLeod, 
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and  altliough  the  clothing  upon  it  was  tora  to  rags  by  the 
action  of  the  water,  sufficient  remained  to  determine  thai  the 
p^italoons  and  sliirt  were  different  in  fabric  from  those  which 
McLeod  was  known  to  have  worn. 

An  early  investigation  o(  the  circumstances  surrounding  the 
ease  at  the  time  of  McLeod's  disappearance,  led  to  the  belief 
that  the  manner  of  liis  df(wrturc  was  not  strictly  in  accordance 
with  ihc  presumption  of  death  by  drovi'ning.  There  were  numer- 
ocis  little  facts,  trivia.1  in  themselves  and  apparent  only  to  tiie 
careful  observer,  which  justified  such  belief,  and  wiiicli  furnished 
the  usual  car-marks  of  fraud.  In  illustration  we  may  mention 
the  finding  of  McLeod's  cap.  It  was  an  old.  lightly  fitting  seal- 
skin cap,  which,  drawn  upon  his  head  as  he  was  accustomed  to 
wear  it — and  especially  as  he  wimld  wear  it  upon  so  cold  a  night 
as  the  one  in  question — would  not  easily  come  ofl  upon  his 
accidentally  falling  into  the  water.  But  if  it  did  come  off,  it 
could  not  of  itself,  or  by  the  action  of  the  current,  get  upon 
the  fixed  shore  ice  where  it  was  found.  This  was  simply  a 
physical  impossibility,  overlooked  at  the  time,  but  none  the 
less  significant 

It  was  a  long  time  before  any  trace  of  the  missing  man  was 
obtained,  but  through  post-oflice  comnmnicadons  it  was  sus- 
pected he  had  gone  South,  and  probably  to  Lx)uisville,  Ky. 
Inquiries  in  Louisville  led  to  the  finding  of  a  maternal  uncle  of 
McLeod,  and  this  uncle,  although  he  knew  nothing  of  the  miss- 
ing man,  was  able  to  give  the  names  and  residences  of  relatives 
of  whom  inquiry  might  be  made.  One  of  the  names  thus  men- 
tioned was  that  of  the  Louisville  man's  brother,  another  uncle 
of  McLeod;  and  near  his  residence,  upon  a  sheep  ranchc  in 
Live  Oak  County.  Texas,  the  materialized  form  of  Donald  Mc- 
Leod, the  doppelganger,  may  be  seen.  There  his  wife  has  re- 
joined him,  and  there  we  leave  him. 

Any  one  who  will  examine  a  map  of  the  country  will  find  it 
to  be  a  long  and  perilous  journey  for  a  man  to  undertake, 
especially  during  the  inclement  season  o1  the  year  upon  which 
McLeod  set  out  upon  his  voyage.  Starting  from  the  mouth  of 
the  Magog  "River,  thence  by  the  St.  Francis  and  St.  Lawrence 
to  the  Atlantic,  much  of  the  way  under  ice;  thence  floating 
against  the  current  of  the  Gulf-stream,  he  is  carried  through  the 
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Atlantic  into  and  through  the  Gulf  of  Mexico;  thence  bdn^ 
irrrsislibly  drawn  into  the  mouth  o(  the  Nueces  River,  he  is 
finally  cast  ashore  upon  the  river  bank,  near  the  UtUc  town  of 
Oakville. 

Later  developments  sugffest  another  and  quite  different  route 
as  the  one  by  which  he  finally  arrived  in  Texas.  It  is  thereby 
shown  that  upon  the  night  of  his  disappearance  he  first  put  his 
lur  coat  and  an  extra  cap  into  the  water-barrel  which  lie  took 
to  the  river.  Tlien.  after  arranging  the  horse  and  sleigh  in  the 
water  as  subsequently  discovered,  tipping  the  barrel  and  pail 
into  the  river,  and  throwing  his  wet  cap  on  the  ice  in  a  place 
where  tlic  current  could  not  wash  it  away,  he  went  down  along 
the  bank  of  the  St  Francis  imtil  he  could  cross  upon  the  ice  to 
the  opposite  side.  He  then  proceeded  on  the  ice  up  the  river 
until  he  passed  the  railway  passenger  station,  when  he  pursued 
his  way  along  the  track  and  walked  thereon  to  a  station  about 
twenty  mites  east  from  Shcrt>rookc.  where  he  entered  a  Pullman 
sleeping-car.  He  paid  his  fare  on  the  cars,  to  escape  recog- 
nition by  purchasing  a  ticket  at  the  station;  and  thus  continued 
on  his  M-ay,  mostly  by  raiL 

The  reader  is  at  liberty  to  adopt  either  version  of  his  journey 
to  Texas,  but  the  one  by  water  is  more  consistent  with  the 
proofs  of  death. 

A  REPENTANT  FOOL. 
In  the  year  1874.  resided  in  Louisiana.  Pike  County,  Mo., 
a  man  named  Charles  A.  Folk,  about  thirty-five  years  old. 
respectably  connected,  and  possessed  of  considerable  intelli- 
gence but  not  much  energy.  He  had  been  a  section  boss  on 
a  railroad.  He  had  a  wife  who  was  the  stronger-mi  11  tied  of  the 
two,  and  played  the  pari  of  Gretclien  to  his  Rip  Van  Winkle; 
for,  like  Rip,  he  was  fond  of  hunting,  fishing,  loafing  about  cor- 
ners and  whittling  the  edges  of  dry  goods  boxes.  His  domestic 
relations  were  not  altogether  lovely,  and  he  was  addicted  to 
long  absences  from  home.  He  did  not  have  the  utmost  con- 
fidence in  the  fidelity  of  his  wife,  but  was  somewhat  indifferent 
about  the  matter.  Among  Folk's  intimate  friends  was  one 
Wm.  Moseley,  a  resident  of  Bowling  Green,  tlic  county-seat 
ol  Hke,  where  many  a  time  and  oft  the  eloquence  of  men 
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whose  fame  has  reachert  as  far  as  St.  Ix>ui$  has  shaken  the 
raltcrs  of  the  Court  House.  Folk  suspected  that  Mosclcy  was 
a  trifle  too  intimate  with  his  wife,  hut,  like  a  good,  easy  soul, 
he  said  nothing,  and  expressed  no  suq>risc  on  finding  them 
together  on  his  return  from  a  fishing  excursion  to  the  Sny,  or 
a  dnck-hunt  on  Grassy  Creek. 

One  day,  while  the  three  friends  were  togctlier,  the  subject 
of  life  insurance  caiuc  up,  and  it  was  agreed  between  thcni 
that  Folk  should  take  oiu  a  policy  of  $ro.ooo  on  his  life,  in 
favor  of  Mrs,  Folk.  Moseley.  the  generous  and  dUinterested 
friend,  fumislied  the  money  to  pay  the  premiums.  On  the  13th 
of  August,  1874,  Ihc  policy  was  taken  <Hit  in  the  New  York 
Life,  in  favor  of  Olive  A.  Folk.  The  "  next  friend,"  or  what- 
ever the  term  may  be  in  such  transactions,  was  Wm.  Mosclcy. 
The  half-yearly  premiums  were  $125  each;  the  first  one  was 
paid,  and  the  next  was  due  in  February,  1875.  So  far,  every 
thing  seemed  proper  and  legitimate. 

About  the  middle  of  Januar>-.  Folk  disappeared,  and  was 
seen  no  more  at  the  comer  grocery,  nor  trolling  for  cat-fish  in 
Salt  River.  At  that  time  the  Mississippi  was  frozen  over,  and 
at  a  certain  place  there  was  a  large  air-hole.  Near  this  air-hale 
the  coat,  hat,  and  gun  of  Folk  were  found — left  lying  around 
loose,  as  a  man  would  have  left  such  things  when  he  intends 
plunging  into  eternity  through  such  an  air-hole  in  the  ice- 
Poor  fellow!  Weary  of  life,  or  maddened  by  jealousy,  he  had 
gone  to  a  shivering  death  in  the  bosom  of  the  dark  river,  and 
would  become  food  for  the  very  cat-fish  he  had  attempted  to 
ensnare.  His  disconsolate  wife  was  almost  distracted  by  her 
sad  bereavement,  and  wept  long  and  loudly.  Moseley,  too, 
his  bosom  friend,  groaned  and  lamented,  and  moralized  on  the 
uncertainty  of  life  and  the  horror  of  suicide.  Search  was  made 
for  the  body:  the  air-hole  was  sounded,  and  other  air-holes 
below  were  watched,  but  the  body  of  the  section  boss  did  not 
pop  up.  After  a  short  season  of  mourning,  the  widow  thought 
of  the  insurance  on  the  life  of  the  dear  departed,  and  con- 
sulted her  "next  friend,"  Moseley,  concerning  it  It  was 
necessary  to  employ  a  lawyer,  and  one  David  P,  Dyer  was 
selected  as  the  most  suitable  lawyer  to  manage  the  case. 
Proofs  of  the  drowning  of  Folk  were  sent  to  Mr.  William  L. 


Hill,  the  local  agent  ol  the  New  York  Life  at  St.  Louis,  and 
llic  payment  of  the  policy  dciuandcd.  As  the  corpus  deiicti 
had  not  been  pruvcd,  Mr.  Hill  concluded  to  wait  a  while  before 
paying  the  $io.ocx).  The  result  showed  that  his  caution  was 
well  taken.  A  few  days  afterwards  Mr.  Hill  received  a  letter 
dated  Memphis,  Tcnn.,  and  signed  by  Charles  A.  Folk,  re- 
questing him  not  to  pay  tlic  money  to  lus  wife,  as  he  wa^  alive 
and  kicking.  Persons  familiar  with  the  writing  of  Folk  identi- 
6<d  the  letter  as  genuine;  hut  Mr.  Dyer  insisted  that  it  was  a 
forgcrj-.  The  company,  however,  refused  to  pay.  and  suit  was 
brought  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas  at  St  Louis  to  enforce 
the  payment 

Further  proofs  were  necessary  and  were  not  wanting.  The 
corpus  delicti  would  settle  the  business,  and  when  tlie  ice  in 
the  river  broke  up  in  the  spring,  a  colored  man  was  tound  who 
testified  that  he  saw  the  hloatcd  carcass  of  Folk  among  some 
fragments  of  floating  ice,  sailing  down  towards  the  jetties,  ready 
to  be  fishefl  out  by  some  enterprising  coroner.  Still  Mr.  Hill 
was  incredulous,  and  was  convinced  that  Folk  was  alive.  The 
circumstances  of  the  case  convinced  him  that  a  deep-laid  con- 
spiracy had  been  entered  into  to  defraud  his  company,  and  he 
followed  the  policy  of  fighting  the  case  to  the  bitter  end,  it  it 
cost  the  whole  $10,000  to  do  it 

In  the  fall  the  case  was  removed  to  the  United  States  Cir- 
cuit Court  in  St  Louis.  In  the  spring  o(  1876  the  case  was 
called,  but  the  judge  had  more  important  matters  on  hand,  and 
it  was  continued  to  September. 

Parties  in  interest  entered  into  the  plans  of  Mr.  Hill,  who 
had  taken  measures  at  the  beginning  to  ferret  out  what  was  be- 
lieved to  be  a  cunning  conspiracy.  Mr.  Hill  went  to  Mem- 
phis and  placed  himself  in  communication  with  Mr.  P.  R. 
Athy,  Chief  of  Police  of  that  city,  to  whom  he  related  all  the 
facts  in  his  possession.  Folk  had  assumed  the  name  of  R. 
RusscU  at  Memphis,  and  afterwards  that  of  J.  R.  Sloan.  He 
had  disappeared  from  Memphis,  and  left  no  trace  of  his  where- 
abouts. It  is  supposed  that  when  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Hi!!,  in- 
forming him  of  his  existence  in  the  flesh,  he  was  moved  partly 
by  fear  of  detection  and  partly  by  revenge  against  Moscley. 
He  believed  that  Moseley  was  living  v/ith  his  wife,  and  had 


i&* 


MYSTERIOUS  DISAPPEARANCES. 


entered  into  the  conspiracy  to  get  rid  of  him  and  to  share  the 
spoils  with  the  woman. 

Chief  Athy  sent  a  description  of  Fotk  to  all  parts  of  tlie 
South,  and  a  reward  was  offered  [or  his  arrest  After  a  diligent 
search  of  eighteen  months,  the  fugitive  was  arrested  at  a  place 
called  Surrounded  Hill,  in  Prairie  Cuunly,  Arkansas,  by  Sheriff 
Williams,  of  that  county.  Mr.  Hill  obtained  a  requisition  and 
brought  the  prisoner  to  Sl  Louis,  and  lodged  him  in  jail. 

Being  taken  into  custody,  Folk  expressed  extreme  gratifica- 
tion at  the  event  He  had  been  wandering  in  the  wild  woods 
so  long,  a  fugitive  from  justice,  haunted  by  a  remorseful  con- 
science, and  stung  almost  to  madness  by  the  conviction  that 
his  wife  was  not  only  untrue  to  him,  but  had  conspired  with  her 
paramour  to  rid  herself  of  his  presence,  that  he  was  glad  of  a. 
change.  He  had  become  a  vagabond  on  the  earth,  afraid  to 
look  upon  the  face  of  a  white  man,  and  had  made  his  home  in 
a  miserable  cabin  inhabited  by  negroes,  with  whom  he  asso- 
ciated on  terms  of  equality,  though  he  knew  they  were  his 
superiors  in  morality,  if  not  in  intelligence.  When  taken  on 
board  the  train  and  placed  in  a  sleeper,  he  could  not  contain 
his  joy,  but  gave  vent  to  his  feelings  in  loud  and  oft-repeated 
self-gratulations.  On  being  locked  up  in  jail,  he  was  still 
better  pleased,  and  declared  his  cell  was  a  luxurious  apart- 
ment compared  with  the  place  he  had  been  occupying  in  Ar- 
kansas. He  said  he  wished  his  wife  and  her  lover  no  greater 
punishment  than  to  be  compelled  to  pass  thirteen  months  of 
their  lives  down  in  Rackcnsack,  where  he  had  been. 


A  DISAPPEARANCE  IN  THE  BLACK  HILLS. 
The  gold  mania,  engendered  by  the  reported  discoveries  of 
the  precious  metal  in  the  Black  Hilts  country,  freshened  the 
activity  of  the  adventurous  classes.  Cleveland  did  not  escape 
the  contagion,  and  six  of  its  citizens,  including  one  James 
Heams  and  his  son,  made  preparations  to  violate  the  treaty  of 
the  Government  with  the  Indian  occupants,  and  poach  upon 
their  hunting-grounds.  The  party  travelled  together  until  they 
reached  Wolf  Mountain,  north  of  the  Black  Hills,  where  Heams 
and  son,  by  mutual  arrangement,  parted  from  their  companions, 
to  pursue  a  different  course  and  seek  their  fortunes  alone.    The 
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fother  and  son  had  not  proccetlctl  a  great  distance  when,  ac- 
curding  to  tlit  stalunivnt  of  young  Heams,  they  were  attacked 
by  Indians,  and  lils  fattier  was  shut  in  t)ie  forehead  and  thig^li. 
Of  ccnrse  young  Hcarns  did  all  that  an  affectionate  and  dutiful 
son  should  do  under  the  unfortunate  circumstances.  He  tried 
his  best  to  save  his  fathers  life,  but  all  efforts  were  in  vain. 
The  ileatlly  bullet  had  completed  its  work,  and  nothinf^  was  left 
for  the  sorrowinp  youth  but  to  give  his  paternal  ancestor  decent 
burial.  After  performing  tlie  last  sad  and  solemn  funeral  rites 
the  young  man  arrived  at  Yanklon,  and,  finding  himself  without 
funds,  telegraphed  to  Oeveland  for  tlic  means  wiih  which  to 
return  to  his  widowed  molhcr.  The  disconsolate  youUi  re- 
turned, and,  after  the  lapse  of  a  brief  period,  applied  for  the 
insurance  which  Heams,  senior,  had,  with  wise  forethought." 
effected  upon  his  life.  From  certain  suspicious  circumstances 
the  insurance  companies  prudently  refused  to  pay  one  dollar 
of  the  sum  claimed,  and  the  consequence  was  a  lawsuit,  which 
resulted  in  a  verdict  for  the  plaintiff.  'ITie  counsel  for  the  de- 
fei^ce  were  not  at  all  disconcerted  at  the  turn  affairs  had  taken, 
but  simply  asked  for  a  stay  of  proceedings. 

Now  comes  the  interesting  part  of  tlie  business.  Immediately 
after  the  trial.  Mr.  E.  K.  Wilcox,  in  company  with  Detective 
Reed,  started  for  Lake  County.  Ohio,  and,  in  their  rambles 
around  Madison,  a  village  about  forty  miles  from  Qcvcland, 
Ihey  thought  they  saw  something  which  looked  very  much  like 
the  departed  James  Hearns.  .At  first  they  were  inclined  lo 
doubt  their  senses,  and  determined  to  wait  and  watch.  About 
midnight  again  they  saw  the  supposed  corpse,  and  traced  him  to 
tlic  house  where  he  was  Slaying,  where,  upon  an  interview,  the 
dead  James  Heams,  who  had  been  shot  in  cold  blood  in  the 
Black  Hills,  was  found  to  be  alive  and  well.  Upon  recognition 
there  were  no  hearty  congratulations,  but  all  that  was  heard 
was  the  laconic  "  You're  my  prisoner,"  and  the  sharp  click  of 
the  handcuffs.  The  prisoner,  seeing  that  all  resistance  was  use- 
less, met^kly  arceptpd  the  situation.  \Vhen  the  big  game  had 
been  bagged  in  1-ake  County,  a.  dis]>atch  was  sent  to  Cleveland 
to  forward  James  Heams,  Jr.,  wliicli  was  promptly  done,  and 
the  affectionate  couple  were  reunited  in  jail,  and  detained  to 
answer  the  charge  of  perjury,  attempt  at  swindling,  and  sub- 
ornation of  perjury. 
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EVANS.  THE  NORTHWOOD  MURDERER, 

On  the  l6t!i  of  August,  1870,  Franklin  B.  Evans,  a  man  sixty 
years  o(  age,  then  living  at  tlie  house  of  his  brother-in-law, 
Elias  Evans,  in  Derry,  New  Hampshire,  called  at  the  Boston 
agency  of  the  Travelers  Insurance  Comply,  and,  on  pretence 
of  going  to  Canada,  obt^ned  a  general  accident  policy  lor  one 
month,  in  the  sum  of  $1,500,  for  the  benefit  of  his  brother 
Elias.  On  the  29th  of  the  same  month,  the  beneficiary,  a  man 
between  fifty  and  sixty  years  of  age,  notified  the  company  that 
Frankhn  B.  Evans  had  been  drowned,  accidentally,  on  the 
evening  of  the  24111,  while  bathing  at  Hampton  ficach.  New 
Hampshire. 

Inquiry  into  the  matter  by  the  adjuster  of  the  company 
aroused  his  suspicions,  and  he  proceeded  to  investigate  the 
case  more  minutely.  He  found  that  Evans  had  called  at  the 
Granite  House,  Hampton  Beach,  on  the  alternoon  of  the  24th 
of  August,  and  arranged  for  rooms  and  board  tor  himself  and 
two  friends,  who  were  to  come  there.  On  his  arrival,  Evans 
had  requested  the  clerk  to  enter  his  name  upon  the  hotel 
register,  which  was  done.  No  room  was  assigned  him,  nor  was 
he  present  at  any  meal.  The  same  evening  he  was  in  the  office 
of  the  hotel,  and  had  some  conversation  with  the  clerk  relative 
to  bathing  near  the  House.  This  was  the  last  seen  of  him. 
Tlie  next  morning  clothes  were  found  spread  upon  the  beach, 
at  a  time  when  there  appeared  to  be  no  one  in  bathing  to  whom 
they  might  belong.  Finally,  the  garments  were  examined,  and 
from  papers  found  in  the  pockets,  the  clothing  was  supposed  to 
be  that  of  Franklin  B.  Evans.  In  the  course  of  the  day  Elias 
Evans  arrived  at  the  Beach  from  his  home  in  Derry,  and  in- 
quired for  Franklin.  He  was  informed  of  the  clothing  that 
had  been  found,  and  at  once  identified  it  as  having  belonged 
to  his  brother  Franklin. 

Immediate  search  for  the  body  was  made.  The  morning  was 
calm  and  clear,  and  the  translucency  of  the  water  permliied  a 
good  examination  of  the  sea-bottom  at  considerable  depth;  but 
altliough  boats  passed  carefully  over  all  that  portion  of  the 
water  where  it  was  supposed  the  missing  body  might  be,  no  dis- 
covery was  made. 
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After  a  visit  to  Dcrry,  and  interviews  with  several  parties 
litHng  there,  the  adjuster  became  satisfied  that  the  whole  aflfair 
was  a  fraud,  and  he  freely  stated  his  convictions  to  Julias  Evans. 
He  furtlier  refused  to  accept  the  allegations  as  satisfactory 
proofs  of  loss,  and  demanded  the  surrender  of  the  policy. 

Nothing  further  was  heard  from  Franklin  B.  Evans  for  more 
than  l-wo  years.  About  llie  ist  of  November,  1872.  he  was  re- 
vealed to  the  world  as  a  monster  of  cruelty  and  villainy.  He 
was  arrested  and  tried  for  the  fiendish  outrage  and  murder,  at 
Northwood,  of  Gcorgianna  Lovering,  aged  fourteen  years,  the 
grandchild  of  his  sister,  Mrs.  Day.  To  his  conviction  of  tliis 
awfid  atrodt}-,  the  details  of  which  are  as  heartrending  as  any* 
thing  in  the  whole  range  of  criminal  annals,  was  added  his  own 
confession,  not  only  of  the  murder  of  Georgie,  but  of  a  little 
child,  the  daughter  of  Mr.  Mills,  of  Derry,  in  1850.  and  of  re- 
peated guilt  in  theft,  cotuiterfeiting,  defrauding,  adultery,  and 
incest.  As  one  portion  of  these  confessions  forms  a  fitting 
sequel  to  the  particulars  we  have  given,  and  justifies  tlie  Trav- 
elers Insurance  Company  in  resisting  what  was  presumably  a 
fraud,  wc  subjoin  a  copy: 

New  Hahfshike  State  Prison, 
Concord,  N.  H.,  February  14.  1874- 
To  T«i;  Travelers  Insurance  Company,  Hartford,  Coxn.: 

GcHTLeHKN— In  the  nontti  o(  August,  1870,  I  was  a  poor  mau 
2od  thought  oi  a  plan  wtiereby  t  cotild  obtain  some  money.  Tog:eih«r 
with  Elias  Evaoi,  I  planned  in  obtain  an  accident  insurance  upon  my 
!iic;  the  insurance  to  be  for  his  benefit.  Elias  is  my  brolhcr-in-law, 
he  havinfi  married  ray  sister,  and  lives  in  Derry,  N.  H. 

Having  decided  upon  our  plan  of  operation  (or  dctraudinE  your 
comi>any.  I  went  to  your  office  in  Boston,  on  the  i6th  day  of  August. 
1870,  and  niadc  application  for  a  policy,  stating  to  your  agent  that  1 
contcmpJaicd  :i  visit  to  Canada.  A  policy,  insuring  i»y  h^e  for  $1,500, 
for  one  month,  was  written  by  your  Boston  agency,  and  was  made 
payable  to  my  brother-in-law,  Elias. 

Having  obtained  the  policy,  I  went  to  Hampton  Beach  and  made 
arraaKcinvnt  for  board  at  the  Granite  House  there.  This  was  on  the 
afternoon  of  the  24ih  of  .^UHUst.  That  eveniny  I  went  out  of  the 
hotel,  saying  to  (he  hotel  clerk  I  was  going  in  bathing.  I  did  not 
go  into  the  waller  at  all.  I  took  oH  my  cluthing.  Icuving  it  all  on 
the  beach,  and  put  on  .-inoiher  suit  which  1  had  provided  for  the 
purpose.  I  left  my  clolhcs  lyins  on  the  beach  at  about  ten  o'clocit 
that  night    The  day  after  I  kit  the  Beach,  while  walking  in  the  road 
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near  Raymontl,  LAvrytr  Bartktt  csme  along  and  took  mc  into  his 
carmgc  and  carried  mc  a  few  i<id»,  when  I  ijot  i>ut  at  u  cidcr-niill, 
wliere  was  sj^iine  new  cider  being  made  1  went  up  into  Northern 
VcrmonL  Eli^s  did  not  know  where  I  was  going,  for  when  I  lell 
him  t  lold  him  it  was  better  he  should  not  know  where  I  was  going, 
so  that  when  he  was  inquired  of  about  it  he  would  noi  have  to  lie 
about  it 

I  got  tired  staying  off  up  in  Vermont,  hiding  up.  I  concluded  to 
return  to  Derry.  and  did  so  in  about  lour  wcck«  after  I  Wt  the  Beach. 
I  was  hid  in  Elia.s'3  b&rn  for  awhile.  While  I  was  111  the  barn  1 
learned  from  Rlias  (hat  your  agent  had  been  tbere  to  see  Ehas,  and 
that  he  did  not  bcltcvc  I  waa  drowned,  and  that  he  would  not  pay 
the  $1,500  to  Etias.  Elias  and  I  had  arranged  that  if  the  money  was 
paid,  he  was  to  hav-e  $500,  and  I  was  to  have  $i,ooo. 

I  feel  that  I  have  done  wrong  In  thin  matter,  and  want  you  to  for- 
give mc. 

Fka»iu.im  B.  Evans. 

Witness:  J.  C,  PiLSBfRT.  iVardea. 

Or  the  17th  of  February,  1874,  the  fioary- headed  scoundrel 
expiated  his  crimes  on  the  gallows  at  Concord,  New  Hamp- 
shire. 

A  LAME  MAN  LEAVES  TRACKS  OF  BETRAYAL. 
Joseph  L.  Clement,  a  shiftless  and  worthless  fellow,  lived  at 
Brownfidd,  Maine.  He  had  a  wife  and  two  children,  and  a 
boon  companion  named  George  A.  Hartford.  In  May,  1871, 
Clement  obtained  a  policy  of  $5,000  upon  his  life  in  the  North- 
western Mutual  Life,  and  in  September  of  the  same  year  $5,000 
more  in  the  Travelers,  and  $5,000  in  the  Economical,  $l5,ocx> 
in  all,  the  last  policy  being  dated  September  3.7,  1871.  Out 
of  these  facts  grew  incidents  which  brought  Clement  into  noto- 
riety. Dnring  the  evening  of  October  3.  1871,  Qemcnt  and 
his  crony.  Hartford,  were  returning  home  from  Cornish  in 
separate  teams.  According  to  Hartford's  statement,  when 
about  five  miics  from  Comish,  where  the  road  runs  along  a 
bhiff  of  the  Saco  River,  Clement  started  ahead.  Soon  after- 
ward Hartford  heard  a  noise,  a  splash  in  the  water  and  loud 
cries  for  help.  He  hastened  to  the  spot  and  shotited  over 
the  bank  in  the  darkness,  but  received  no  reply.  He  hurried 
to  Hiram  bridge,  in  the  ncighborliood,  gave  ths  alarm,  and 
procured  as&istaiice.    Hie  body  of  tltc  horse  and  the  wagon 
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were  found  in  the  river,  bin  Oemcnt  could  not  be  found. 
In  October,  1874.  suit  was  brniiglit  by  Nfrs.  Ruth  H.  Clement 
against  the  Economical  t<»  rcvovcr  under  its  policy,  but  it  was 
resisted  on  the  ground  of  grom  fraud.  Defendant's  counsel 
contendefl  that  the  horse  liad  been  backed  over  the  bank,  and 
had  received  a  heavy  blow  between  the  eyes  as  he  went  over; 
it  was  also  cUutiied  that  the  dotli  and  liat  found  m  the  road 
were  placed  tliere  by  Hartford.  It  was  shown,  moreover,  that 
Clement  was  laine  in  tlic  left  foot,  occasioning  a  hitch  in  his 
walk,  and  leaving  a  peculiar  track.  Tlie  track  was  discovered 
the  next  morning  IcadiiiK  from  the  place  of  the  occurrence,  and 
the  same  track  was  found  williin  a  fortnight  after,  between 
Hartford's  house  and  the  neighborhood  where  C>tus  Dur^n, 
brother-in-law  of  Clement,  residetL  Dr.  Jesse  P.  Swett  also 
saw  a  man  he  thought  Ut  be  Clement  coming  out  of  the  road 
leading  to  Hartford's,  who  suddenly  disappeared  in  the  woods. 
The  same  man  was  seen  by  other  parties,  but  soon  after  he 
disappeared  entirely.  Defendants  alleged  that  he  had  gone  to 
some  other  part  of  the  country,  where  he  was  living  under  an 
assumed  name.  The  jury  returned  a  verdict  for  the  defendant 
company  on  the  ground  of  fraud,  and  that  the  man  had  been 
seen  alive  since  his  presumed  death. 

On  the  24th  of  September.  1878.  Mrs.  Qement  brought 
suit  against  the  Travelers,  in  the  United  States  District  Court, 
before  Judge  Fox.  After  the  case  was  called,  the  counsel  for 
the  defense  produced  an  affidavit,  signed  by  the  mother  and 
sister  of  Clement,  which  sets  forth  that  he  was  not  drowned 
8t  the  time  of  the  loss  of  tlie  team,  but  had  hid  in  the  woods, 
where  be  remained  for  some  time.  While  there  his  tracks 
were  seen  and  aroused  suspicion,  owing  to  a  peculiar  formation 
oi  one  of  his  feet  He  managed  to  communicate  with  his 
motlier,  and,  as  soon  as  he  could  escape,  went  to  Blue  Earth, 
Minnesota.  His  mother  removed  to  the  same  place,  and  there 
tbey  had  been  together  until  a  year  past,  when  Genicnt  went 
to  the  Black  Hills,  and  his  mother  returned  to  Watcrboro, 
Maine.  She  remained  quiet,  but  the  lawyers  got  wind  of  her 
presence,  a  justice  of  the  peace  sought  her  out,  and  finally 
she  and  her  daughter  signed  an  affidavit  to  ihe  above  facts. 
The  lawyer,  by  letters,  had  found  out  where  Oemenl  was. 
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THE  CAPTURE  OF  A  SHREWD  TRICKSTER. 
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mysterious  disappearance  where  claims  have 
been  brought  to  recover  under  life  or  accident  insurance  poli- 
cies, the  evidence  was  at  first  almost  wholly  of  a  circumstantial 
nature,  such  as  the  finding  of  the  hat  or  coat  of  a  missing  man 
in  places  or  under  conditions  that  would  lead  to  a  presump- 
tion of  death  by  accident  Fraudulent  claims  arising  from  such 
cases  became  so  numerous  that  the  accident  companies  sought 
to  protect  themselves  by  specifically  providing  in  their  policies 
that  "  this  insurance  does  not  cover  disappearance."  There- 
fore, to  establish  a  valid  claim  it  now  becomes  necessary  to 
identify  the  dead  body  of  the  insured,  or  to  furnish  credible 
eye-witnesses  to  an  alleged  accident.  The  substitution  of  a  body 
in  a  fraudulent  case  is  attended  witli  no  little  risk  of  detection, 
while  arranging  for  eye-witnesses  to  a  pretender!  accident 
almost  necessarily  means  conspiracy  and  its  attendant  dangers. 
Each  of  these  schemes  is  occasionally  practiced,  but  disap- 
pearance claims  arc  much  less  frequent  than  formerly,  prob- 
ably because  of  the  increased  hazard  incurred  through  tlie 
necessity  of  having  more  than  one  interested  person  in  the 
plot.  It  is,  of  course,  possible  that  a  trick  may  be  so  adroitly 
planned  and  be  carried  out  with  such  masterly  ability  that 
even  the  eye-witnesses  themselves  may  be  deceived,  and  thereby 
led  to  give  their  aid  and  co-operation  in  an  attempt  to  defraud. 
In  a  case  whose  details  are  as  follows,  eye-witnesses  to  the 
drowning  of  Joel  Pieper  attempt  to  explain  their  innocence 
on  the  grounds  of  such  deception,  and  Pieper  himself  endorses 
their  explanations,  thereby  appropriating  to  himself  all  the 
cunning,  all  the  skill,  and  all  the  glory  belonging  to  his  fraudu- 
lent venture.  Joel  is  therefore  undoubtedly  the  hero  of  tliis 
tale,  and  it  is  proper  that  he  should  be  presented  to  the  reader 
as  such.  At  tlie  time  of  which  we  write,  in  the  fall  of  1880.  he 
was  a  resident  of  Quiney,  III.,  called  himself  a  farmer,  fifty 
years  of  age,  was  married,  and,  so  far  as  known,  enjoyed  a 
somewhat  unenviable  reputation.  A  few  months  previous  he 
had  been  indicted  for  burglary  and  was  out  on  bail,  his  bonds- 
men ex]>ccting  him  to  appear  at  the  November  term  of  court 
In  this  matter  of  burglary  Joe  liad  a  pal,  or  confederate  in 
crime,  named  Scott,  who  also  was  indicted,  but  being  obliged 
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to  stand  trial,  was  convicted  and  duly  sentenced  to  the  peni- 
tentiary. Shortly  before  the  time  when  Picper  would  have  to 
appear  for  trial — that  is  to  say  on  October  9,  1880 — he  obtained 
two  insurance  policies  written  by  the  Travelers  Insurance  Com- 
pany of  Hartford,  Conn.,  in  the  total  sum  nf  ^,000,  upon 
his  valuable  life,  proctiring  them  throiifih  an  aRenl  to  whom 
he  was  n  stranger.  The  policies  were  made  payable  to  his 
wife  in  the  event  of  his  death  by  accident  Notice  of  the  un- 
timely drowning  of  the  insured  soon  followed,  the  alleged 
widow  presenting  sworn  statements  as  follows:  First,  her  per- 
sonal affidavit,  ..."  that  said  Joel  FicfHT  in  company  with 
Thomas  H.  Bryant  and  James  H.  IJryant  did,  on  the  morning 
of  October  31,  1880,  start  from  Iiis  house  in  Qnincy,  III.,  with 
the  intention  of  crossing  the  Mississippi  river  into  MisM^uri 
for  the  purpose  of  gathering  nuts  and  persimmons,  and  has 
never  returned." 

Piepcr's  two  companions,  whose  names  Mrs.  Picper  men- 
tions, were  her  own  brothers,  llicir  affidavit  in  support  of  her 
claim  under  the  insurance  policies  is  as  follows:  ..."  They  were 
with  said  Joel  Picper  in  a  small  boat  or  skiff  on  the  Mississippi 
river  about  eight  miles  south  of  Quincy,  111.,  on  the  Missouri 
side,  October  31,  188a  At  said  time  we  saw  said  Picper  fall 
out  of  said  skiff  into  the  river,  and  that  he  rose  to  the  surface 
of  the  water  but  once  aftcruard,  and  then  about  thirty  feet 
below  or  down  the  river  from  tlie  boat,  and  that  they  used 
ever>'  means  in  their  power  to  rescue  and  save  said  Picper 
from  drowning,  but  without  effect.  And  further,  that  they 
believe  and  are  fully  satis5ed  said  Joel  Picper  was  drowned  at 
tliat  time  and  place,  although  his  body  has  not  as  yet  been 
found  and  identified.  Said  Pieper  had  on,  at  the  time  of  said 
accident,  a  very  heavy  overcoat,  buttoned  up  close  to  the  throat, 
which  said  afHants  believe  had  a  tendency  to  liold  the  body 
tinder  water." 

These  two  eye-witnesses,  who  were  brothers-in-law  of  Pieper. 
a  few  days  after  the  occurrence  were  able  to  show,  satisfactorily 
to  the  court,  why  and  wherefore  Piefier  could  not  appt'ar  in 
answer  to  the  indictment  for  burglary,  and  the  forfeiture  of 
bail  by  his  bondsmen  was  accordingly  set  aside.  The  two 
Bryants  were  on  the  bond. 
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Public  opinion  seemed  to  be  divided  upon  the  credibility  of 
tlic  drowning  story  as  related  by  the  Bryants.  The  affiants 
were  young^  men  of  good  reputation  (or  veracity,  and  those 
who  knew  them  personally  felt  confident  that  they  were  in- 
capable of  being  parties  to  a  conspiracy  to  defraud.  Mrs, 
Pi«per  employed  as  her  counsel  one  of  llie  leading  lawyers  of 
Quincy,  and  he  informed  the  representative  of  the  insurance 
comjiany  that  he  had  fully  satisfied  himself  of  the  honesty  of 
his  client's  cause  before  he  consented  to  advocate  it.  He  fur- 
ther wrote.  ..."  I  took  great  pains  to  inquire  fully  about  the 
facts.  I  am  aware  of  the  occasional  attempts  to  defraud  in 
matters  of  this  sort;  I  am  satisfied,  however,  that  this  is  not 
one  of  them.  Whilst  I  feci  certain  as  to  this,  i  also  feel  thai  it 
is  proper  the  company  should  have  ample  time  to  become  fully 
satisfied  before  paying  the  insurance."  On  the  otlier  hand, 
there  were  not  a  few  who  expressed  their  belief  that  such  a 
combination  of  circumstances — that  is,  of  indictment  for  burg- 
lary, of  obtaining  bail,  of  the  near  approach  of  trial,  of  the 
insurance,  of  the  accident,  and  of  the  relationship  of  the  dra- 
matis pcrsonse — clearly  indicated  trickery  and  fraud;  and  it 
appeared  to  be  a  general  opinion  that  jf  Picper  was  not  actually 
drowned  as  alleged,  it  must  be  because  he  had  been  landed  dry- 
shod  from  the  boat  upon  tlie  Missouri  shore,  and  was  then  in 
hiding. 

A  year  elapsed,  and  October,  i88r,  arrived  without  any 
material  disclosures  touching  the  missing  man.  True,  the  local 
newspapers  had  published  a  rumor  in  August  previous  that 
Pieper  had  been  seen  In  St.  Louis  alive  and  well,  but  added 
that  "the  story  is  not  credible,  and  the  evidence  is  entirely  too 
slight  to  allow  belief  that  Pieper  is  alive."  No  effort  to  6n<I 
him  had  been  made,  and  the  insurance  company  realized  that 
it  now  was  necessary  to  pay  the  claim  or  satisfy  the  courts  that 
it  should  not  It  was  decided  that  a  search  should  be  instituted 
with  a  view  to  ascertain  something  conclusive,  one  way  or  the 
other.  The  first  move  was  to  obtain  reliable  and  thorough 
information  as  to  Pieper's  habits,  mode  of  life,  and  general 
surroundings.  As  a  result,  a  more  negative  character  would 
be  hard  to  find.  He  seemed  fo  have  lived  pretty  much  to  him- 
self, with  but  few  associates  and  no  intimates.     It  was  some 
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days  before  any  one  could  be  found  outside  of  his  wife's  family 
who  really  knew  liini  personally.  Fioally  one  Brown  was  gtil 
hold  of,  a  sort  of  a  river  habitue,  who  knew  Joe  Pie]>er  and 
more  about  him  and  his  antecedents  thaj»  did  any  one  pre- 
viously seen.  According  to  Brown's  account,  Pieper,  who  had 
staled  in  his  insurance  application  that  he  was  "  a  fanner,"  had 
not  been  f>n  a  farm  for  years,  but  was  by  turns  a  boat  carpenter, 
fisherman,  and  swamp  hunter. 

Becoming  satisfied  as  to  Brown's  reliability  and  fidelity,  he 
wa$  employed  to  enter  upon  a  prolonged  search.  The  trail 
vs*as  an  old  one  and  it  Iiad  become  cold,  but  tlie  amateur  de- 
tective started  down  the  river,  making  only  brief  stops  until 
he  reached  St.  Louis.  He  remained  a  few  days  in  and  near 
that  city,  and  satisfied  himself  that  Pieper  had  been  there  about 
a  year  previous,  or  very  soon  after  tlie  "drowning."  Gelling 
no  further  trace.  Brown  then  went  to  Cairo,  III,,  and  there  took 
a  skiflt  and  ransacked  tlie  river  landings  and  islands  as  far  down 
as  Fort  Pillow.  At  one  of  tlie  islands  forty  or  fifty  miles  below 
Cairo  he  first  struck  the  trail.  Pieper  had  been  there  some 
months  before.  Nothing  further  was  learned,  however,  until 
he  reached  Fort  Pillow.  Brown  knew  tliat  Pieper  had  a  rela- 
tive some  miles  from  this  place,  so  he  then  abandoned  the 
river  and  went  into  the  country*.  It  required  se\'eral  days' 
traniping.  often  retracing  his  steps,  before  he  successfully 
located  the  relative;  but  when  it  was  accomplished,  he  Had  the 
satisfaction  of  learning  from  the  neighbors  that  Pieper  was 
then  at  this  relative's  house.  Brown  then  went  to  Riptcy, 
Tenn.,  the  nearest  point  where  he  could  communicate  with  the 
insurance  company,  and  reported  the  situation.  The  next 
thing  to  be  done  was  to  obtain  Picpcr's  arrest;  Brown  in  the 
meantime  being  quietly  on  guard,  but  wholly  unknown  to 
Pieper.  A  complaint  was  duly  made  charging  Pieper,  his  wife. 
and  Ins  brothers-in-law,  witli  conspiracy  to  defraud,  and  a  copy 
of  the  complaint  was  forwarded  to  a  lawyer  in  Ripley,  to  whom 
Brown  was  ordered  to  rcp(3rt  in  person.  The  arrest  was  made 
December  3,  1881,  and  was  so  well  planned  and  suddenly  exe- 
cuted that  Pieper  made  no  resistance.  On  receipt  of  telegrams 
announcing  the  arrest,  a  requisition  was  obtained,  and  the 
Quincy  chicf-of-police  was  sent  as  messenger.     He  returned  at 
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once  to  Quincy  with  his  prisoner,  who  was  lodged  in  j^f.  So 
quietly  was  this  done  tliat  the  other  ]>artjcipants  in  the  affair, 
Mrs.  Pieper  and  her  two  brotliers,  were  taken  completely  by 
surprise. 

Pieper  was  duly  arraigned  for  a  hearing,  and  his  story  was 
substantially  as  follows;  While  out  on  bail  to  appear  in  the 
burglary  case  of  the  year  previous,  he  devised  the  scheme  to 
get  His  life  insured,  disiapppar  under  such  circumstances  as  to 
leave  a  presumption  uf  liis  death,  and  thereby  escape  the  law, 
provide  for  his  wife,  and  release  his  bondsmt;n  all  at  the  same 
time.  Accordingly,  after  efTecting  the  insurance,  he  induced 
his  brotliers-in-law  to  g^o  with  him  down  the  river  in  a  skiff 
after  persimmons  and  nuts.  Tliey  spent  most  of  the  afternoon 
in  the  woods,  and  shortly  before  sunset  started  for  home. 
Having  selected  beforehand  the  place  in  the  river,  he,  under 
pretext  of  changing  scats  with  one  of  the  Bryants,  purposely 
fell  out  of  the  skiff,  and  swam  under  water  tn  a  drift  pile  aliout 
one  hundred  yards  from  where  he  went  overboard.  He  lay  con- 
cealed amongst  the  brush  and  logs,  with  his  body  in  the  water, 
till  after  the  search  by  his  brothers-in-law  had  ended;  then  leav- 
ing his  biding  place  he  made  for  the  shore,  and  went  to  St. 
Louis  and  thence  to  Fort  Pillow,  Tcnn,  He  swore  that  his  wife 
and  her  brothers  knew  nothing  of  the  scheme,  and  that  he  took 
the  two  Bryants  along  in  the  boat  in  order  that  they  might 
be  good  wtncsscs  of  his  death  at  the  time  of  the  pretended 
drowning.  On  cross-examination  he  admitted  that  on  arriving 
in  St.  Louis  he  met  the  father  nf  the  t\vo  Bryants  and  of  his 
wife  He  asserted  that  he  did  not  tell  his  fatlicr-in-law  about 
the  circumstances  under  which  he  left  home,  and  that  he  did 
rot  request  him  to  refrain  from  mentioning,  by  letter  or  other- 
wise, the  (act  of  his  being  very  much  alive.  Tliis  fatber-in-Iaw 
Br>fant  accompanied  him  to  Fort  Pillow,  and  worked  with  him 
there  or  in  the  immediate  vicinity  until  the  following  May, 
when  he,  Bryant,  returned  to  Quincy. 

Mrs.  Peeper,  the  ex-widow,  testified  that  her  father  came  to 
Quincy  in  May,  i88i,  and  remained  until  some  time  in  August 
following,  and  that  he  had  never  given  her  any  intimation  that 
her  husband  was  lixnng.  Of  course,  she  had  never  had  the 
slightest  doubt  of  her  husband's  death  until  she  saw  him  in 
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jui  How  mucli  trulii  or  faiseliootl  went  lo  make  up  the  slory 
vrfiich  Fieper  told,  was  o{  little  consequence  to  the  insurance 
company.  Its  interest  in  him  ceased  when  it  had  reslored  him 
to  ttie  bosoo)  o(  iiis  aflhctcd  faniily. 

THE  CAPTURE  OF  FRAKER. 

In  the  summer  of  iSq3  Dr,  George  W.  Fraker  was  physi- 
cian to  the  St  Elmo  Hotel,  the  U-ading  hotel  in  Excelsior 
Springs,  Mo.,  a  health  reson  near  Kansas  City.  Together 
with  se%-eral  companions  the  doctor  went  fishing  in  the  Mis- 
souri river  one  day  in  July,  and  after  dark,  white  in  the  com- 
pany of  George  Harr>-.  James  Triplctt,  and  "  Jake  "  Crowley, 
a  negro,  he  disappeared  an<t  was  seen  no  more.  These  three 
persons  swore  positively  that  they  heard  a  splash  and  imme- 
diately afterward  saw  Fraker  waist-dccp  in  the  water,  he 
having  fallen  down  a  bank  into  the  river.  At  the  place  of  the 
alleged  accident  there  is  a  violent  current  or  eddy  in  the  river 
where  logs  or  stumps  being  drawn  in  would  be  whirled  around 
as  in  a  maelstrom,  and  it  seemed  impossible  that  a  man  falling 
in  there  could  escape  with  his  life. 

The  next  Sunday  after  the  reported  drowning  a  memorial 
service  was  held  at  the  Springs,  a  great  crowd  being  present 
The  funeral  oration  extolled  the  virtues  of  the  doctor,  the 
music  was  charming  and  the  flowers  were  in  profusion.  Some 
who  were  present  regarded  the  funeral  as  a  mockery,  but  it 
was  generally  believed  iliat  the  turbid  waters  of  the  Missouri 
bad  closed  over  the  doctor's  lifeless  body. 

Three  or  four  months  previous  to  this  occurrence  Dr.  Fraker 
b^an  to  load  up  with  life  insurance,  taking$iOiOOO  in  the  Kan- 
sas Mutual  Life  of  Topeka;  SiS.ooo  in  the  Hartford  Life  and 
Annuity;  $15,000  in  the  Provident  Savings  of  New  York; 
$10,000  in  the  Equitable  Life  of  New  York,  and  $8,000  in 
benevolent  societies;  a  total  of  $58,000.  Immediately  after  his 
disappearance,  the  insurance  companies  held  a  conference  and 
discovered  that  while  the  doctor's  income  was  only  about  $1,800 
a  year,  his  premiums  amounted  to  more  than  $1,000  annually. 
Besides  this,  George  Harry  and  James  Triplett,  wlio  swore  to 
having  witnessed  Fraker's  death,  were  men  of  had  character, 
Harr>'  having  been  arrested  in  Eastern  Missouri  on  a  charge 
of  burglary  in  New  Mexico. 
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Before  going  on  his  fisliiiig  excursion  Frakcr  liad  drawn  all 
his  money  from  the  bank,  saying  he  was  about  to  start  for 
California  to  bring  home  the  orphan  children  ol  his  dccca£c<l 
uncle.  Forty  thousand  dollars  of  the  insurance  money  was 
payable  to  his  brother-in-law  in  trust  fur  the  children.  Dr. 
Fraker,  who  hatl  practiced  medicine  for  eight  years,  was  a  great 
(rateniily  man.  and  wxs  an  active  leader  in  Sunday  school 
work,  but  held  rather  peculiar  views  on  religious  subjects. 
After  a  thorough  investigation,  all  the  companies,  except  the 
Equitable,  refused  to  pay  the  claims,  whereupon  James  E.  Lin- 
coln, the  executor  of  the  will,  brought  suit  in  the  district  court 
at  Liberty,  Mo.,  which  was  afterward  transferred  to  the  United 
States  Circuit  Court  at  Kansas  City.  Robert  T.  Herrick,  an 
attorney  of  Topeka,  was  appointed  to  conduct  the  case  for  the 
companies  jointly,  and  was  assisted  by  eminent  legal  talent. 
In  December,  1894,  after  a  sensational  trial  lasting  two  weeks, 
the  case  went  to  the  jury  after  the  Court  had  given  it  instruc- 
tions which  inclined  very  favorably  in  the  direction  of  the 
plaintiff,  as  will  appear  by  the  following  quotation: 

"Aa  men  do  not  ordinarily  cDgafcc  in  such  a  conspiracy  or  under- 
lalcinB  wiilioHt  some  LitKlcrlymg  iinittvc  or  incentive,  ilic  question 
nmturally  rnough  suggests  itscU  to  an  honest  mind,  where  is  to  be 
found  ii)  ihis  cviduiict;  any  aittiKtactory  motive  or  iuducctncnt  lor  these 
men  to  come  into  conn  and  commit  perjury  to  enable  Dr.  Fraker  to 
accomplifh  such  a  stupendous  fraud?  It  may  be  that  the  mind  can 
conceive,  and  there  may  be  in  aeiual  hislnry  incidents  of  men  o(  bo 
depravfil  motives  or  so  bound  by  the  mastery  of  attachment  to  a 
Iricod.  tliat  without  money  or  hope  of  reward  [hey  would  sacriitcc 
truth  and  their  oadis  ti>  advance  the  wicked  course  ol  anottier." 

The  jury  was  out  only  twenty  minutes  and  returned  a  ver- 
dict against  fhe  insurance  companies.  An  application  was 
made  for  a  new  trial,  but  in  February  the  insurance  companies 
agreed  with  the  Kraker  heirs  that,  unless  the  body  of  Frakcr 
was  found  within  six  months,  the  money  would  he  paid.  The 
six  months  expired  August  12.  and  in  the  meantime  the  com- 
panies ran  down  several  false  clues  and,  failing  to  find  the 
doctor,  paid  over  to  tfic  executor  the  several  judgments,  and 
at  the  same  time  withdrew  their  offer  of  $20,000  for  the  arrest 
of  Frakcr. 
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Hcrrick,  who  deserves  to  rank  with  the  best  detectives  o( 
modem  times,  obtiined  a  clue  in  the  latter  part  of  1894,  which 
he  potiently  followed  until  some  time  in  August,  when  he 
learned  the  hiding  place  and  assumed  name  nf  the  doctor.  On 
tJic  25th  he  arrived  in  Tower,  Minn.,  together  with  John  Wil- 
kinson, Chief  of  Police  of  Topcka,  to  assist  in  taking  Frakcr 
back.  Hcrrick  and  Wilkinson  learned  that  Dr.  Frakcr  went 
by  ihc  name  of  Schnell.  and  lived  with  a  young  man  in  a  wood- 
man's hut  fiftj'  miles  from  Tower,  on  the  Itasca  county  road. 
A  warrant  was  secured  in  Tower,  and  on  Sunday  morning, 
September  1st,  accompanied  by  Deputy  Sheriff  Philip  and  a 
piide,  they  started  for  the  place.  Before  they  had  gone  far 
the  guide  told  tlieni  that  Schnell  had  recently  moved  to  a 
shanty  only  thirteen  miles  from  Tower.  Their  course  was 
then  changed,  and  about  twelve  miles  from  Tower.  Philip,  who 
was  acquainted  with  Fraker  under  his  alias  as  Schnell,  saw 
Fraker's  companion  in  a  shanty  near  the  wood,  and  on  inquir- 
ing where  the  doctor  was,  learned  that  he  had  Just  moved  to 
this  place,  and  was  out  hunting.  The  young  man  was  placed 
under  guard,  and  about  two  miles  further  on,  Dr.  Fraker,  with 
a  gun  on  his  shoulder,  was  found.  Hcrrick  engaged  him  in 
conversation,  when  suddenly  Philip  seized  his  arms,  and  Wil- 
kinson put  on  the  handcuffs. 

Frakcr  thought  he  had  been  arrested  for  killing  game  out  of 
season,  as  Philip  was  also  game  warden.  When  the  warrant 
was  read  to  him  he  was  thunderstruck,  but  admitted  his  identity 
at  once.  He  was  brought  to  Tower,  together  with  his  com- 
panion. Fraker  readily  agreed  to  accompany  the  officers  to 
Missouri  without  waiting  for  extradition  papers.  He  stated 
that  he  had  expected  his  relatives  to  get  a  portion  of  the  in- 
surance money,  and  himself  some  also.  He  had  been  greatly 
benefited,  he  said,  by  the  waters  of  a  spring  where  he  was 
staying. 

Fraker's  hiding  place  was  only  a  day's  travel  from  tlie 
Canadian  boundary.  He  had  been  there  about  six  months, 
coming  into  town  occasionally  for  mail  and  provisions.  His 
supply  of  money  was  quite  low,  and  he  evidently  expected  some 
shortly. 

He  said  that  at  the  time  of  the  drowning  "fake"  he  went 
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directly  to  Kansas  City,  shaved  off  his  bearH,  and  after  three 
or  four  clays  went  to  Chicago,  thence  to  Milwaukee,  where 
he  assumed  the  name  of  William  Schnell.  and  where  he  stayed 
most  of  the  fall  uf  1893.  He  then  went  from  one  place  to 
another  until  he  finally  reached  the  wiMs  of  Northeni  Minne- 
sota, where  he  was  living,  with  only  a  boy  for  his  companion, 
at  the  lime  of  his  capture.  He  expressed  a  relief  in  being 
captured,  saying:  "I  have  wanted  a  thousand  times  to  come 
back,  but  the  disgrace  and  what  people  were  saying  about 
me  kept  mc  from  doing  so.  This  living  death  is  horrible, 
and  I  am  glad  now  I  am  going  back." 

As  his  executor  had  not  yet  distributed  the  money,  Mr. 
Herrick  telegraphed  to  Kansas  City  to  have  suit  instituted 
against  him  at  once  to  recover  it.  A  reversal  of  the  decree 
of  the  United  States  Circuit  Court  followed  on  the  6lh  of 
November.  By  agreement  of  all  concerned,  a  decree  was 
entered  by  Judge  Phillips  whereby  the  insurance  companies, 
which  paid  nearly  $50,000  to  the  heirs  of  Dr.  George  W. 
Fraker,  were  to  recover  all  the  money  except  about  $4,000, 
which  had  been  spent  by  the  executor  of  the  will  in  administering 
on  the  estate  of  Dr.  Fraker  and  in  prosecuting  suits  against 
the  insurance  companies.  The  parties  to  the  agreement  were 
the  attorneys  for  the  insurance  companies,  and  Judge  James 
E.  Lincoln,  executor  of  the  will  of  Dr.  Fraker.  The  total 
amount  recovered  by  all  the  companies  was  $36,557.04,  but  this 
was  not  alt  in  cash,  and  it  is  uncertain  yet  what  it  will  net  the 
companies.  Tlie  Equitable  made  a  compromise  settlement, 
before  trial,  for  $8,500. 

Tlie  new  decree  provided  that  the  judgment  rendered  by  the 
court,  February  12,  1895,  ordering  the  insurance  companies 
to  pay  the  money  to  Lincoln,  as  the  executor  of  the  will  of 
Dr.  Fraker,  be  set  aside,  vacated  and  annulled,  and  the  plain- 
tiffs and  respondents,  meaning  the  executor  and  beneficiaries 
of  the  will  of  Dr.  Fraker,  be  perpetually  enjoined  and  restrained 
from  further  proceedings  in  the  cases  against  the  insurance 
companies.  Of  course,  the  agreement  between  the  companies 
and  the  executor,  and  the  decree  of  the  court  could  have  no 
effect  on  the  prosecution  of  Fraker  for  attempting  to  defraud 
the  insurance  companies  by  pretending  to  be  dead  so  that  his 
heirs  would  get  the  money. 


MONOTONOUS  REPETITION  OF  THE  DROWNING  TRICK. 

In  Ftbruarj-.  l88i,  a  house  painter  in  Cvansville,  Ky., 
named  Giarlcs  A.  Lucas,  was  seen  to  fall  ovcrhoarcl  from  the 
Ohio  rivcT  steanicT  Mapfnc  Smith,  then  plying  between  Evans- 
villc  and  Henderson,  and  was  rcportctl  lo  have  been  drowned 
Soon  after  this  occurrence  it  was  discovered  that  he  had  been 
insured  for  $15,000  in  the  Northwestern  Mutual  Life,  and 
$4,000  in  a  Louisville  co-operative.  Investigation  followed, 
and  translucency  soon  became  transparency.  Mr.  Lucas  was 
not  drowned  beyond  rcwiscilation;  he  rc-appcarcd  upon  the 
sta^  of  action,  and  confessed  participation  in  a  conspiracy. 
His  cni]>loycr  was  a  well-known  young  lawyer  of  Evansville. 
Julius  A.  Coleman,  who  persuaded  him.  in  pursuance  of  the 
scheme,  to  marry  Coleman's  servant,  who  willingly  entered 
into  the  plot,  and  became  nominally  the  beneficiary  of  the 
policies.  Then,  to  mature  the  claim,  Lucas  was  lo  "  drown 
himself"  in  the  river  in  a  life-preserving  rtibber  suit.  In  the 
confession  of  the  viximan.  which  is  made  in  the  form  of  a 
sworn  aflidavit,  it  is  staled  that  Coleman  hired  her  and  Lucas 
to  carry  out  the  scheme,  agfrccing  to  pay  her  $2,000  and  Lucas 
$4,000.  and  that  they  were  to  disappear  for  a  time,  and  when 
the  matter  was  forgotten,  to  try  the  same  trick  over  again  some- 
where else.  A  man  named  J.  V.  Richanh«)n  was  also  em- 
ployed by  Coleman  to  witness  the  drowning  and  swear  to  it. 
His  affidavit  states  that  he  was  hired  for  the  purpose,  and  was 
to  receive  money;  that  he  saw  Lucas  with  a  rubber  suit,  and 
ktKw  it  was  a  plot  to  swindle  the  insurance  companies.  He 
reported  the  matter  to  the  newspapers,  and  the  arrest  of  Cole- 
man, Lucas  and  Richardson  promptly  followed. 


The  executive  officers  of  the  Northwestern  Mutual  Life 
entitled  themselves  to  great  credit  a  few  years  ago  for  tlicir 
patience  in  following  to  final  conviction  an  unusually  length- 
ened disappearance.  Several  years  clap.ied  before  suspicion 
ripened  into  confirmation,  but  even-handed  justice  overtook  the 
offenders  at  last.  In  1873.  Jeremiah  Elliot,  who  lived  in  the 
neighborhood  of  Portland.  Oregon,  insured  the  life  of  his  son 
Moses,  aged  18,  in  the  company,  through  its  Portland  agent,  for 
$8,ooQ.     In  tlie  course  of  a  few  monllis,  allegation  was  made 
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that  Moses,  while  rafting  with  his  uncle  on  the  Columbia  river, 
was  drowned.  There  was  no  recovery  of  the  body,  but  at  the 
sanic  time  there  was  no  one  to  refute  the  evidence  of  the  uncle. 
The  suspicious  character  of  the  occurrence,  however  cicar  to 
the  trained  scrutiny  of  the  company,  would  have  presented 
nolhtng  irregular  or  "  crooked  "  to  the  untrained  vision  of  a 
jury,  and  as  Uiere  was  no  alternative  but  payment,  the  com- 
pany paid  the  claim.  Soon  aftcrAvard  Elliot  and  his  brother 
removed  to  Jackson  county,  where  they  bought  a  sheep  ranch. 
In  the  management  of  this  enterprise  they  were  joined  by 
Moses,  who,  it  seems,  was  not  drowned  dead  enough  to  prevent 
his  assuming  the  role  of  a  gentle  shepherd  upon  the  pastoral 
acres  which  had  been  purchased  by  Ids  submersion  in  llie 
Columbia  river.  Industry  and  economy  were  attended  witli 
prosperity,  and  as  years  passed  on,  Moses  grew  to  manhood. 
But  his  features  did  not  change  beyond  recognition,  and  when 
the  ministers  of  the  law  told  the  "coparceners"  they  were 
wanted,  tliey  obeyed  the  summons.  Legal  proceedings  re- 
sulted in  a  verdict  for  the  company  for  $13.6;^,  principal  and 
interest  of  the  money  wrongfully  paid;  and  as  the  ranch  and 
its  woolly  rumtnanLs  had  become  valuable,  the  company  was 
secure  in  recovery. 


On  the  20th  of  July,  1893,  William  B.  Gregg,  of  Dututh, 
Minn.,  who  had  a  short  time  previously  obtained  insurance  to 
the  amount  of  $14,000  on  his  life  in  the  Fidelity  Mutual  Life 
of  Pliiladelphia,  the  Mutual  Life  of  New  York,  the  United 
States  Mutual  Accident,  and  the  Northwestern  Mutual  Life, 
was  reported  to  have  been  drowned  in  Lake  Superior  by  the 
capsizing  of  a  small  sailboat.  Tlie  insurance  companies  were 
promptly  notified  of  the  loss,  and  proofs  duly  sworn  to.  in 
which  the  details  of  tlic  capsizing  of  the  boat  and  the  drowning 
of  Gregg  were  given  by  John  T.  Clark,  of  Duluth,  who  accom- 
panied Gregg,  and  who  was  in  the  boat  at  the  time  of  the 
accident.  Contradictory  statements  made  by  Clark,  and  sus- 
picious circumstances  connected  with  the  afTair,  led  to  the  in- 
ference that  there  was  a  puqjose  to  defraud,  and  that  Gregg 
was  still  alive.  Detectives  were  employed  by  the  companies, 
and  after  several  weeks  of  careful  investigation,  Gregg  was 
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captured  in  New  York  City,  and  taken  to  Dulutli.  Clark,  who 
was  with  Greg-g  in  ihe  boat  aiitl  swore  to  the  drowning,  was 
also  arrested,  together  with  one  Frederick  E.  Krcyenbnhl.  of 
Duluth,  the  brother-in-law  of  Gre^.  who  was  implicated  in 
the  conspiracy,  and  who  was  the  bcnciiciary  under  Gregg's 
policies. 


In  May,  i88o,  James  Dillon,  a  well-known  citizen  of  Tyrrtll 
County,  Nonli  Carulina,  insured  his  life  for  $3,000  in  the  Con- 
necticut Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company.  Some  lime  after  he 
fell  fruni  a  boat,  feigned  inability  to  swim,  and  had  to  be  pulled 
out  of  tlic  Alligator  river  to  prevent  his  drowning,  'flic  next 
day  be  overturned  his  boat  half  a  mile  b'nni  shore,  and  yelled 
loudly  for  help  to  a  man  a  cjuartcr  uf  a  mile  away.  When  the 
man  responded,  Dillon  secretly  swam  ashore  and  could  not  be 
Ken.  The  man  whose  assistance  he  had  asked  supposed  he 
was  drou-ned,  and  was  wilting  to  swear  to  it 

N'oltce  of  Dillon's  death  was  sent  to  the  company.  It  re* 
fnscd  to  pay  the  claim.  Action  was  brought  by  Dillon's  wife, 
and  the  case  stood  for  trial  at  court,  Ihc  widow  alleging  that 
he  was  drowned.  ITicn  a  btxly  was  found  near  the  place  where 
he  had  been  seen  to  sink  in  the  water.  The  body  was  identified 
by  twenty-five  people  as  that  of  Dillon. 

At  court,  counsel  took  a  non-suit,  because  the  body  had 
been  found.  Evidence  of  death  and  identification  was  for- 
warded to  the  company,  who  wrote  that  they  wouki  do  as 
advised  by  tlieir  attorneys  in  the  county.  Tlic  company  would 
have  paid  the  money,  but  to  tlic  surprise  of  every  one,  Dillon 
himself  returned  safe  and  sound  to  Columbia.  Hearing  of  the 
non-suit,  he  thought  it  put  an  end  to  his  claim,  and  that  there 
was  no  hope  of  collecting  the  money,  and  so  he  returned  home- 

His  stitement  was  remarkable.  He  said  he  swam  xshore  the 
day  he  overturned  the  boat,  put  his  hat  in  it  and  left  it  half- 
full  of  water.  He  determined  to  hide  in  the  woods  so  that  bis 
wife  could  get  the  insurance  money.  He  remained  in  llie  great 
swamps  for  five  month.-.,  when  he  found  the  body  of  a  drowned 
man  floating  in  the  Alligatfir  river.  He  removed  the  hair  from 
the  head  so  as  to  make  it  bald,  and  taking  his  own  hair  and 
wlxiskers,  put  them  in  the  decomiiosing  flesh  of  the  corpse. 
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He  knocked  out  two  of  the  front  teeth  of  the  (lead  man,  and 
removing  the  clothing  from  t!ic  corpse,  dressed  it  in  clothes 
he  had  worn  on  the  day  of  his  disappearance. 


Early  in  1890.  a  singular  case  of  disappearance,  and  of  re- 
appearance after  a  lung  interval,  was  reported  from  Ihc  Aus- 
tralian cit)'  of  Brishane,  the  capita!  of  Queensland.  A  sur- 
veyor named  Geddes,  who  was  insured  in  the  Australian  Mutual 
Provident  flociety,  for  £2,500,  w-as  believed  to  have  been 
drowned,  and  when  claim  was  made  for  llie  amount  of  the 
policy,  it  was  paid  to  Mr.  Geddes's  father.  It  now  turns  out 
that  the  surveyor  was  not  drowned,  but  took  passage  on  a 
vessel  for  New  Zealand,  and  landed  at  InvercargiU,  where  he 
successfully  practiced  his  profession.  Some  years  aftcnvard, 
having  an  erratic  disposition,  he  relumed  and  settled  at  Ade- 
laide, in  South  Australia,  where  he  eventually  became  insane, 
and  was  placed  in  a  lunatic  asylum.  Here,  by  mere  accident. 
he  was  discovered,  and  his  identity  established.  Thereupon 
the  Australian  Mutual  Provident  Society  proceeded  against 
the  elder  Geddes  for  the  recovery  of  the  money  paid  to  him. 
Mr.  Geddes  responded  promptly  and  properly,  and  not  only 
returned  the  original  sum,  ^2,500,  but  added  interest  amount- 
ing to  nearly  as  much  more,  rising,  at  eight  per  cent.,  to  iz^oa 


Late  in  the  fall  of  1883,  George  W.  Strohni  was  reported  to 
have  fatten  overboard  from  the  steamboat  Gus  Fowler  in  the 
Ohio  river  above  Cairo.  Some  lime  afterward  the  man  turned 
up  alive,  with  a  doubtful  story  of  terrible  suffering.  Tlie  news- 
papers intimated  strongly  at  ttie  time  that  the  drowning  was  a 
farce  played  to  defraud  insurance  companies.  J.  F.  Yoakum, 
residing  near  Grand  Chain,  a  sort  of  exhorter  and  schoolmas- 
ter, addressed  a  card  to  the  public,  asserting  that  Strohm  was 
an  honest  man,  who  could  not  be  induced  to  defraud  any  one, 
and  that  he  had  no  insurance  on  his  life.  At  Mound  City, 
Strohm,  who  is  a  simple-minded  man,  was  induced  by  detec- 
tives to  confess  the  plot  He  had  $10,000  insurance  on  his 
life,  and  was  induced  to  enter  into  a  plot  to  get  the  money 
without  taking  the  trouble  to  die.    The  plotters  were  on  board 
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the  Gus  Fowler,  and  it  was  agrec<l  that  when  Yoakum  made 
certain  signals  Strohm  was  to  jump  overboard  and  swim  ashore. 
At  Ogden's  Landing,  when  near  enough  la  shore  to  niake  it 
sale,  the  sign  wag  made,  and  Strohm  leaped  over  and  gained 
the  shore.  After  a  reasonable  time,  Yoakum,  with  a  jiowcr  of 
attorney,  made  an  application  for  money  to  various  coniiranies 
in  which  the  insurance  on  Strohm's  life  had  been  effected.  An 
investigation  was  be^m,  which  resulted  in  the  arrest  of  Yoa- 
kum and  Strohm.  Yoakum  also  made  a  confession,  corrobo- 
rating Strohm's  stalcmenti. 


Anthony  Accetta,  aged  40,  an  Italian,  residing  at  Catskill, 
K.  Y.,  whose  occupation  was  given  as  that  of  a  railroad  con- 
tractor, was  insured  in  the  Fidelity  Mutual  Life  Association, 
January  14,  1885,  for  ?lo.ooa  The  agent,  A.  G.  Fox,  was 
generally  regarded  as  a  man  worthy  o(  confidence.  Tlie  policy 
was  made  payable  to  the  father  and  mother  of  the  insured,  but 
a  few  montlis  afterward  Jt  was  surrendered  (or  change  of  bene- 
ficiary', and  a  new  policy  was  issued,  made  payable  to  the 
estate  of  the  insured.  Early  in  the  niontli  of  June,  1885,  the 
Fidelity  Association  received  a  telegram  from  Agent  Fox  that 
Accetta  was  accidentally  drowned  in  tlic  Catskill  Creek,  near 
its  confluence  with  the  Hudson  River.  Wiiliout  waiting  for 
proofs  or  further  developments,  President  Fouse  delegated 
Mr.  Alexander  McKnight,  then  Superintendent  of  Agents,  to 
proceed  to  Catskill,  and  investigate  the  case.  He  found  that 
the  brother  of  the  insured,  Cosmo  Accetta,  together  with  a  hoy, 
clainict!  to  have  been  out  on  Catskill  Creek  in  company  witli 
the  insured  fishing,  ami  that  at  eleven  o'clock  at  nis'it,  as  they 
were  about  to  pull  for  the  shore,  Anthony  changed  his  place 
in  the  boat,  fell  overboard,  and  that  was  the  Ia<!t  that  was  seen 
of  him.  The  alleged  dro^vning  was  reported,  and  the  tisual 
efTorts  were  made  to  recover  the  body,  but  without  success. 
About  a  week  afterwards,  the  body  of  a  dead  man,  very  much 
bloated  and  discolored,  uas  found,  and  it  is  belicvcfl  that  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  effective  work  done  by  the  representatives 
of  the  insurance  company,  it  would  have  been  identified  as  the 
body  of  Anthony  Accetta. 
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The  insured,  it  turned  out,  was  an  intcrppet<^  for  Italian 
laborers  uf  railroads,  instead  of  a  contractor,  and  it  was  found 
that  he  had  carried  accident  insurance  in  two  tlilTerait  com- 
panies, and  had  received  benefits  when  he  was  not  entitled 
thereto.  He  was  assisted  in  securing  such  benefits  by  a  Mr&. 
Hanley,  with  whom  lie  boarded.  It  ^vas  her  son,  together 
with  Uie  brother  Cosmo,  who  was  a  witness  to  the  alleged 
drowning.  A  watch  was  placed  on  the  hou&e  of  Mrs.  Haiiley, 
tlie  telcgraijh  office,  posloffice,  railroa<l  station,  etc.,  to  note 
the  movements  of  the  suspected  parties.  It  was  found  that  a 
little  girl,  the  daughter  of  Mrs.  Hanley,  visited  Hudson,  a 
neighboring  town,  almost  daily,  and  diat  she  called  at  the  post- 
office  at  the  latter  point  It  became  apparent  that  a  corre- 
sjiondence  was  going  on  between  Mrs,  Hanky  and  Accctta, 
under  an  alias  previously  agreed  upon.  With  great  difficulty 
a  photograph  of  the  insured  was  procured  from  a  photographer 
In  New  York  City.  The  trail  of  the  person  who  was  believed 
to  be  Accetta  was  taken  up  at  Buffalo  and  followed  to  Cleve- 
land, O..  by  Mr.  McKnight.  who  found  Accetta  at  164  Superior 
Street,  while  in  the  act  of  writing  a  letter  to  Mrs,  Hanley.  He 
was  at  once  taken  into  custody  and  searched.  Letters  were 
found  on  his  person  from  Mrs.  Hanley,  written  in  cipher,  and 
a  book  was  found  in  his  possession  containing  a  key  to  the 
cipher.  With  the  aid  of  the  key,  the  letters  were  read,  which 
proved  conclusively  that  a  conspiracy  had  been  entered  into 
by  the  woman  and  Accetta,  and  his  brother,  to  defraud  the 
Fidelity.  Accella,  however,  at  once  took  the  position  that  he 
had  no  intention  of  defrauding  the  company:  that  on  account 
of  a  difficulty  he  had  with  a  woman  it  was  his  intention  to  leave 
her  under  the  impression  that  he  was  dead,  and  that  neither 
his  brother  nor  the  boy  had  guilty  knowledge  of  his  intentions; 
tliat  he  actually  fell  out  ol  the  boat,  swam  under  water  for  some 
distance,  so  as  to  deceive  them,  and  then  swam  across  the 
river,  where  he  dried  his  clothes  and  took  the  first  train  for 
Buffalo.  His  story  was  not  believed,  and  the  letters  in  cipher 
disproved  it.  He  was  taken  to  Catskill.  and  after  a  preliminary 
trial,  which  consumed  nearly  a  week,  he  was  held  for  final  trial 
at  the  December  session  of  the  Criminal  Court.  His  brother, 
Cosmo,  Mrs.  Hanky,  and  the  boy,  were  also  arrested  as  parties 
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to  Ihe  conspiracy.  Anthony  was  convictctl  and  sentenced  to 
the  Albany  penitentiary  for  one  year,  while  the  other*  were 
either  dismissed  or  sentenced  to  pay  a  small  hae. 

A  WELSH   DESERTER. 

Jolm  Jones,  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa„  was  insured  by  the  Fidelity 
Mutual  Life  Assuciatiun  under  policy  No.  5,616  for  $3,000, 
issued  tlirough  its  l'ittsl>urg  agency,  dated  August  25,  1883. 
The  policy  became  forlcited  tlirough  non-payment  of  prciniuiu 
due  May  30,  1889.  Under  its  terms  it  could  not  be  restored 
witliout  a  certificate  of  good  health  signed  by  the  insured  in 
person,  subject  to  tlie  approval  of  tlic  president  and  medical 
dircctorsL  On  June  4,  1889,  the  amotrnt  due  was  paid  and 
health  certificate  was  fumislied.  Tlic  signature  attached  to  the 
bcaltti  certi&cate  did  not  correspond  with  Uic  signature  ap- 
pended to  Uie  apphcation,  which  aroused  suspicion  that  the 
signature  attached  to  the  health  certificate  was  not  that  of  the 
insured.  The  officers  of  the  association  declined  to  restore  the 
pc^icy,  and  tt  was  then  admined  by  the  wife  of  the  insured  that 
she  had  signed  the  health  certificate  in  perfect  good  failh.  that 
her  husband  liad  left  her  some  time  before,  that  his  whereabouts 
were  unknown,  and  she  agreed  that  the  reinstatement  shoidd 
not  he  binding  if  it  cotild  subsequently  be  shown  that  her  hus- 
band was  not  in  good  health,  as  stated  in  the  health  certificate, 
at  the  time  it  was  executed.  On  the  strength  of  such  agree- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  wife  of  the  insured,  the  policy  was 
revived.  No  subsequent  payment  was  made,  and  nothing 
further  heard  from  ^e  insured  or  beneficiary  until  April  i. 
1892,  wlicn  a  demand  was  made  for  the  insurance  money. 

It  was  alltKcd  that  on  December  23,  1889,  the  insured,  John 
Jones,  was  killed  by  a  Rttsburgh,  Virginia  and  Charleston  train 
at  Hays  Station,  Pa.  His  remains,  however,  were  tiot  at  the 
time  identified,  and  he  was  buried  at  the  county's  expense. 
Mrs.  Jones  claimed  that  two  young  men  told  her  on  Decem- 
ber aoth.  1890,  that  her  husband  had  been  killed  as  above 
stated,  and  that  tlitreujwn  she  went  to  the  coroner's  office  and 
immediately  recognized  the  photograph  of  the  remains  of  the 
man  who  had  been  killed  by  the  train  as  being  her  husband. 
She  rqjortcd  tlie  discovery  to  friends,  who  likewise  called  at 
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^e  coroner's  office  and  identified  the  picture  of  the  man  who 
was  killed  by  the  passing  train  as  a  likeness  of  Jolui  Jones. 
The  lapse  of  time  between  the  accident  and  the  discovery,  and 
siirrounding  circumstances,  led  the  association  to  make  a  care- 
ful investigation.  As  a  result,  payment  of  the  alleged  claim 
was  declined.  Suit  was  brouglit  3£:ainst  the  association,  plain- 
tiff being  represented  by  Mr.  Rody  Marshall,  of  Pittsburgh. 
The  association  was  roundly  censured  for  its  attempt  tu  deprive 
the  unfortunate  widow  and  orphan  childrOT  of  tlicir  rights. 

A  number  of  affidavits  had  been  obtained  by  Mr.  W.  E. 
Gary,  chief  of  the  association's  inspection  ser%'ice,  showing  that 
the  insured,  John  Jones,  had  been  seen  alive  and  well  after  he 
was  claimed  to  Itave  been  killed  by  the  railroad  train.  With 
the  aid  of  such  affidavits,  an  attempt  was  made  to  convince  the 
plaintiff  and  her  counsel  that  the  insured  was  alive,  and  that 
the  suit  should  be  dismissed,  but  Mrs.  Jones  would  not  be  con- 
vinced, neither  vt'ould  her  counsel,  claiming  that  they  could 
establish  beyond  a  question  of  doubt  that  the  man  killed  by 
the  railroad  train  who  was  unidentified  for  over  a  year  was  no 
other  than  the  insured,  John  Jones,  The  association,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  equally  convinced  that  it  was  not  he, — that 
at  the  time  he  was  alive  and  worked  in  Scranton,  Pa.;  and  it 
therefore  proceeded  to  find  him,  which  proved  a  difficult  task. 
He  had  left  bis  wife  and  did  not  wish  to  acquaint  her  with 
his  whereabouts.  He  was  finally  traced  to  England,  and  on 
December  28th,  1893,  through  the  courtesy  of  an  inspector  of 
one  of  the  Scottish  offices,  he  was  located  on  Dock  Street, 
Newport,  in  the  county  of  Monmouth,  England.  He  made  an 
affidavit,  sworn  to  before  Mr.  F.  S.  Daunecy,  in  which  he  gave 
full  particulars  of  his  departure  from  the  United  States,  attach* 
ing  a  photograph  as  an  exhibit,  and  established  beyond  doubt 
that  he  was  the  person  insured  by  tlie  Fidelity  Mutual  Life 
Association. 

On  receipt  of  said  affidavit  and  photograph,  the  latter  was 
shovm  to  people  who  were  acquaintc<I  with  Mr.  Jones,  and  they 
vrithout  hesitation  declared  the  photograph  to  be  a  picture  of 
the  insured. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  affidavit  made  by  John  Jones, 
December  39,  iS^y. 
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In  the  RUlter  of  a  suit  alleged  to  be  pcading  u  the  Amcricaa 
couru  between  Martha  Jones.  plaiouS,  and  ilie  Fidelity  Uuiual  Lile 
Association,  dcicntUinis. 

1.  John  Jones,  of  Dock  Street,  Newport,  in  the  county  o(  Mon- 
mouth, England,  labourer,  and  previoanljr  ol  several  places  in  the 
Unite<l  Stated  of  America,  and  tor  tumc  time  u(  Carson  Street,  Pttls- 
burgh,  in  the  laid  Stales,  make  oalh  and  say  as  follows: 

1.  I  wB>  bom  at  Cnimlin,  in  the  p«rUh  ol  Mynyddysllwyn,  in  tlie 
county  of  Monnioiith,  on  the  5th  day  of  June.  1843.  and  ray  lather 
wu  Thomas  Jones,  who  was  locally  known  a*  Thomas  Jones,  o( 
Ltanhittcth  Colliery,  proprietor. 

3.  I  wax  married  to  thr  above-named  Martha  Jones,  then  Martha 
Thoma*.  or  Lloyd,  at  the  renidcnce  of  llie  Reverend  William  ^S■ra^Jt[, 
Sankcy's  House,  Sarah  Street.  Pituburgh,  aforesaid,  in  or  about  the 
year  187S,  and  lived  with  her  on  and  off  up  to  the  years  1887  and  1888^ 
when  I  left  her,  alter  being  imprisoned  for  n on- maintenance.  I  came 
to  England  in  the  year  tg86.  tipon  my  hther's  death,  and  ultimately 
returned  to  niy  wife,  and  finally  came  back  to  England  in  i8gi,  where 
I  tuive  remained  ever  since. 

J.  1  well  remember  having  effected  an  insurance  upon  my  life  and 
in  favor  of  my  wife,  the  said  Martha  Jones,  with  the  said  Fidelity 
Mutual  Life  Association,  al  their  office  or  agency  in  Pittsburgh  for 
^.000,  and  I  believe  it  was  in  the  year  [883.  and  that  tlic  policy  b 
numbered  No.  j,6i&  I  was  medically  exiimined  by  a  stout  practi- 
tioner al  Allegheny  City,  but  I  forget  his  name.  My  wile  always 
kept  the  poUcy,  and  as  I  could  not  fct  it  Ironi  her,  I  declined  to  pay 
the  premiums  and  the  policy  ultimately  bp«<d,  and  I  thought  it  had 
come  to  an  end.  I  did  not  know  tliai  it  had  been  renewed,  and  I 
have  never  sinned  or  autlionied  to  be  signed  for  me,  any  health 
certificate  to  procure  its  renewal. 

4.  DuriiiK  part  of  the  year  1886  T  was  in  England  as  aforesaid,  and 
in  1887  and  1888  1  lived  with  my  wile,  the  said  Martha  Jones,  at 
PittsburKh,  and  in  the  years  i889-t890  and  1S91,  I  worked  ai  various 
places  in  the  Stales.  amonKSt  others  Scranton  and  Edwardsdale 
(Luacrae),  Connclsville  (Fayette  County),  and  in  1851  came  to  Eng- 
land, as  before  stated. 

John  Jones. 
Sworn  at  Newport  in  the  County  1 
of  Monmouth  (Kngland).  this  29th  \ 
day  of  December  1S93,  before  me.  ) 
F.  S.  Daitncev. 

A  cooimissioner  to  administer  oaths  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judi- 
cature in  England. 


The  affidavit  could  not  he  used  in  court,  but  it  served  its  par- 
pose  in  convincing  the  defendant  association  thai  John  Jones 
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was  alive  A  commission  was  issued  to  take  Uic  deposiiion 
of  John  Jones  before  a  United  States  Consul  in  England.  The 
testimony  given  in  the  deposition  confirmed  the  statements 
made  in  the  affidavit.  The  case  wa-t  called  for  trial  in  Uie 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  N*o.  3.  Allegheny  County,  Pa.,  and 
after  introducing  in  evidence  the  deposition  of  John  Jones  and 
other  testimony  showing  that  he  was  alive,  the  court,  on 
October  y.  i8(>i,  granted  a  non-suit.  It  would  have  cost  the 
Fidelity  AsstKiation  little,  if  any,  more  to  have  paid  the  fraud- 
ulent claim,  which  was  resisted  as  a  matter  of  principle. 
Repeated  attemijU  were  made  by  plaintiffs  counsel  to  compro- 
mise the  case,  but  the  defendant  association  would  entertain 
no  proposition  of  compromise. 


THE  THRUN  CONSPIRACY.— THE  BURNING  IN  PLACE  OF 
THE  DROWNING  TRICK. 

More  than  twenty  years  ago  Mary  Halvcrson,  a  young 
Swede  girl,  had  her  home  with  Andrew  Anderson,  who  kept 
a  store  at  Neenah,  Wis.  Mary  was  a  bright  girl  and  con- 
tinued to  live  with  the  Andersons  nearly  ten  years.  The  house 
where  they  lived  was  known  throughout  that  region  as  the 
"  haunted  house."  Strange  traditions  prevailed  that  a  miner, 
who  had  come  from  the  then  \vilds  of  tlic  upper  peninsula  of 
Michigan,  had  entered  tlie  place  one  night  seeking  refuge  from 
the  storm,  and  that  lie  had  never  been  seen  alive  afterward. 
It  was  alleged  that  when  the  miner  was  last  seen  he  had 
918,000  in  money.  The  occupants  of  the  place  died  not  long 
afterward  and  it  passed  into  the  possession  of  the  .Andersons, 
wit!i  the  mystery  which  had  followed  the  miner's  disappear- 
ance clinging  to  it.  Tlic  Andersons  were  naturally  curious  to 
learn  if  the  money  he  was  supposed  to  have  had  was  still 
secreted  on  the  premises. 

The  girl  Mary  was  as  much  interested  as  the  family  in  the 
search  for  treasure  trove.  The  yard  was  dug  up,  tlic  house 
examined,  but  still  no  trace  of  it  could  be  gleaned.  Experts  in 
psychical  studies  visited  the  "  haunted  liouw "  from  all  over 
that  part  of  the  State.  They  admitted  that  tlicre  was  some- 
thing strange  about  it,  but  further  than  tliat  they  could  not 
penetrate. 
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In  1880  Uic  Swede  girl  Mary  Icit  Xccnali  and  went  to 
Spencer  to  live.  Afterward  she  removed  to  Colby.  There  she 
met  I'crdinaiid  Jules  Tlinin,  who  was  also  a  Swede.  He  was 
an  excelleiii  mechanic,  and  was  employed  in  the  sawmills  of 
that  region.  It  was  not  long  Ix-fore  an  atiaclmient  sprang  up 
between  the  two,  and  in  1881  they  were  married. 

Soon  alter  the  marriaec  Thrun  bought  a  sawmill  with  what 
camines  he  had  accumulated,  and  started  in  bu&incss  for  hinv 
self.  Tlic  venture  proved  a  losing  one,  and  lie  not  only  lost 
tlie  mill,  but  was  led  with  a  large  accumulation  of  debts.  For 
3  time  ihuTcafler  the  history  of  llie  couple  is  a  blank. 

The  following  year  Mrs.  Thrun  went  back  to  N'ecnah,  and 
visited  the  people  who  were  living  in  the  old  house  which  had 
aheltercd  her  so  long.  She  seemed  to  take  great  interest  in  a 
part  of  the  back  yard  which  was  buried  under  a  big  woodpile. 
After  remaining  at  Nccnait  for  some  weeks  and  finding  that  the 
woodpile  was  not  to  be  removed,  she  returned  to  her  husband, 
only  to  go  l)ack  to  Neenah  two  years  liter.  This  time  the 
back  yard  was  covered  by  a  huge  lumber  pile.  Once  more 
she  left,  but  in  1886  shir  reappeared  at  NccnaV  and  found  the 
back  yard  of  the  old  haunted  house  was  unincumbered.  Tliis 
time  her  long  and  weary  waiting  to  secure  the  treasure  she 
had  found  in  the  old  house  and  buried  in  the  back  yard  was 
rewarded.  It  is  believed  that  she  had  located  the  miner's 
money  while  residing  with  the  Andersons  and  had  hidden  it 
in  the  yar<l.  uith  the  view  of  carrying  it  away  at  some  future 
time  wlicn  she  cuultl  do  so  with  safety. 

This  incident  ilhtslrates  the  cool  calculation  of  the  woman 
who  was  tn  figure  conspicuously  in  a  most  remarkable  insur- 
ance fraud. 

The  treasure  trove  of  Neenah  came  at  a  good  time  for  Thnin. 
That  year  he  bought  another  sawmill,  paying  $4,000  in  cash  for 
it.  The  mill  was  at  once  lieavily  insured,  and,  whether  from 
accident  or  design,  it  burned  the  following  year.  Those  who 
knew  the  family  are  inclined  to  believe  that  this  mill  burned 
without  the  aid  of  a  match.  But  it  is  immaterial  from  what 
source  the  (ire  started.  As  the  tiger,  which,  having  once 
tasted  human  blood,  is  ever  after  known  as  a  man-eater,  with 
an  unquenchable  liungcr  for  human  ilcsli,  so  the  taste  of  insur- 
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ancc  with  the  Thruns  seems  to  have  aroused  an  unappeasable 
appetite  fnr  it. 

Soon  after  the  first  fire,  all  the  creditors  of  Tlirun  from  his 
first  venture  came  down  upon  him  and  made  a  desperate 
attempt  to  get  btiUl  of  the  insurance  paid  by  the  company. 
It  was  at  this  time  that  Mrs.  Thnin  told  the  story  of  the  treas- 
ure trove  at  Nccnah  and  how  she  had  obtained  it.  The  story 
was  wrung^  from  her  on  the  witness-stand  in  her  explanation 
of  how  she,  a  poor  Swede  girl,  should  have  had  so  much 
money.  Once  started,  she  put  on  many  enibeUishmenls  about 
seeing  mysterious  lights  over  the  spot  where  she  found  the 
money.  The  jury  believed  her  story,  and  the  creditors  failed 
to  recover. 

Opporttmities  were  plentiful  for  fiuying  old  sawmills  in  that 
part  of  Wisconsin.  Most  of  the  timber  had  been  cut  away, 
and  every  few  miles  an  old  abandoned  mill  was  to  be  had  at 
almost  any  price.  What  had  been  thriving"  towns  while  the 
trees  were  being  cleared  away  were  now  almost  deserted  ham- 
lets. 

As  soon  as  the  legal  wrangles  with  the  creditors  over  the 
first  mill  had  ended,  Thrun  again  invested.  His  sawmill  was 
started  up,  working  on  the  residue  of  the  timber  which  had 
been  left  over  in  the  first  grand  onslaught  on  the  Wisconsin 
pineries. 

Local  insurance  agents,  on  the  lookout  for  remunerative 
commissions,  were  as  plentiful  in  those  days  in  that  part  of 
the  Badger  State  as  in  the  rest  of  the  country.  Thrun  had 
no  difliculty  in  getting  his  sawmill  insured  for  all  it  was  worth. 
He  made  a  pretense  of  operating  it  for  some  months,  and  one 
night  it  followed  the  first  one.  The  experience  the  couple  had 
with  their  first  mill  had  been  a  good  guide  to  them  with  the 
second.  This  lime  when  the  adjusters  came  to  find  out  what 
their  companies  had  really  insured,  they  quickly  learned  that 
llie  only  thing  to  be  done  successfully  was  to  pay  the  loss. 
Tills  was  their  report  to  the  companies,  and  the  Thruns  got 
tlieir  second  tasic  of  insurance  money. 

The  course  of  the  couple  for  the  next  two  or  three  years  in 
buying  sawmills,  which  were  aKvays  insured,  and  were  equally 
certain  to  bum  up,  became  the  general  talk  of  the  wide  stretcli 
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ol  the  country  northwest  frum  Oshkosh.  People  differ  as  lo 
the  number  of  mills  which  were  tlius  realized  upon.  Some  say 
that  there  were  at  least  five  or  $ix  ot  them.  At  last  officers  o£ 
insurance  companies  cainc  to  the  conchision  that  by  playing 
Thrun's  game  they  were  to  be  the  losers.  When  that  decision 
was  rcadiL'd  Thrtin  had  bought  an  old  useless  mill  at  Romeo» 
a  small  town  on  the  \\'i5CoiiMn  Central  some  scvcnty-fivc  miles 
northwest  of  Oshkosh.  During  the  time  that  the  timber  was 
being  cut  away,  Romeo  had  hecn  a  pn.)spcrous  place  of  i  ,000 
population.  When  tlic  woodchoppers  and  sawmill  hands  left, 
not  over  forty  or  fifty  people  remained. 

Thnin's  new  mill,  without  insurance,  was  practically  worth- 
less, and  the  case  to  less  ro&ourceful  people  would  have  seemed 
hopeless.  Not  so  with  Mrs.  Tlirun,  however.  It  appears  that 
she  conceived  the  idea  of  burning  the  mill  and  then  suing  the 
Wisconsin  Central  for  tlic  loss,  on  the  ground  that  the  fire 
had  been  caused  by  a  spark  from  a  passing  locomotive.  On 
Stuiday  night  the  Ronito  sawnull  went  up  in  smoke,  as  the 
others  had  done  before.  Suit  was  at  once  instituted  against  the 
Wisconsin  Central  for  520,000.  The  evidence  against  the  rail- 
road comp.iny  was  complete,  as  it  always  was  in  the,«;e  cases. 

When  the  Wisconsin  Central  people  examined  the  claim  they 
at  once  decided  that  it  was  fraudulent,  and  that  the  niills  had 
been  set  nn  fire  for  the  express  purpose  of  bringing  the  suit. 
But  their  belief  would  amount  to  little  before  a  jury  composed 
of  Thrun's  associates  in  tlic  county.  A  detective  was  sent  to 
Romeo  to  uncover  tlie  fraud  and  to  give  tlie  Wisconsin  Central 
a  basis  for  fighting  the  claim.  The  detective  did  not  detect, 
(or  he  was  taken  into  camp  by  the  Thorns  through  the  influ- 
ence of  a  woman.  Like  Antony  at  Alexandria.,  the  detective 
forgot  all  about  his  c|ucst  until  he  was  awakened  lo  the  neces- 
sity lor  action  by  a  sliarp  letter  from  the  railroad  company. 
To  square  himself  with  the  powers  above  him,  he  told  the 
officials  tliat  the  woman  with  whom  he  had  formed  an  acquaint- 
ance knew  something  of  the  case,  but  what  it  was  he  had  been 
unable  to  discover.  The  woman  was  brought  to  Chicago,  but 
the  officials  were  unable  to  wrench  the  tacts  from  her. 

It  was  at  this  juncture  that  T.  G.  Hanson,  who  was  taken  to 
Oshkosh  on  the  chaise  of  being  a  co-conRpirator  in  the  insur- 
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ance  fraud,  came  u|>on  the  scene.  The  railroad  company 
wanted  an  intelligent  Swede  to  commingle  with  the  pi^ople  at 
Romeo  and  uncover  the  mystery  of  the  mill's  burning.  Han- 
son filled  tile  bill,  and  was  at  nncc  cmi>loyeil.  A  few  ilays 
later  a  younf;  fellow,  cvidcnUy  just  over,  walked  into  Romeo 
and  wanted  a  "  yob  "  as  woodchoppcr.  lie  was  as  verdant  a 
fnreijfner,  to  all  appearances,  as  ever  disembarked  in  that  part 
of  Wisconsin,  and  t!iat  is  sayings  good  deal.  Tlinin  gave  him 
work,  and  he  did  good  service  among  the  pine  stumps. 

The  newcomer  immediately  was  smitten  with  the  charms  of 
the  woman  who  had  beguiled  the  first  detective.  Tlic  two  got 
along  famously  together,  and  the  young  Swede  developed  a 
longing  for  liquor  when  in  the  presence  of  his  charmer.  One 
night  a  pint  bottle  of  whiskey  was  two-thirds  emptied  by  tJie 
pair,  and,  in  the  confidential  state  this  produced,  the  woman 
gave  away  the  secret  which  the  railroad  company  had  sought 
so  long.  Soon  afterwards  the  wootlchopper  was  arrested  on 
complaint  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  for  sonic  offense.  He  in- 
duced Thrun  to  come  to  Chicago  with  him  in  order  that  he 
might  escape  being  locked  up.  Once  inside  the  ofHccs  of  the 
Wisconsin  Central  the  woodchopper  disguise  was  thrown  off, 
and  the  long  array  of  circumstances  he  had  gathered  was  un- 
folded to  tlie  firebug. 

Then,  as  lie  did  before  the  attorney  for  the  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company,  Tlirun  broke  down.  He  not  only  ac- 
knowledged that  he  had  no  just  claiin  against  the  Wisconsin 
Central,  hut  signed  a  paper  before  leaving  tlie  ofKce  reliniiuish- 
ing  all  demands  for  tlie  loss  of  his  mill. 

The  pint  bottle,  with  the  whiskey  which  had  been  left  by  the 
woodchopper  and  tlic  woman  that  night  still  in  it,  is  now 
among  the  archives  of  the  claim  department  of  the  Wisconsin 
Central  in  Chicago.    The  whiskey  that  is  gone  represents  just 

?20,000. 

Hanson  had  done  so  well  in  his  initial  case  that  he  was  re- 
tained in  the  employ  of  the  Wisconsin  Central  claim  depart- 
ment, and  has  since  made  an  enviable  record,  f  fe  has  enjoyed 
the  full  confidence  of  the  ofSciaU,  and  nothing  has  occurred 
up  to  the  recent  developments  in  the  big  insurance  fraud  to 
indicate  that  he  was  not  tlioroughly  iioncst.    Even  now  they 
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profess  cniifidcncc  in  his  inlcgritj-  and  believe  tliat  hv  will  come 
out  of  l[i«  ordeal  unscathed. 

The  failure  nf  ihc  altcmpl  to  filch  money  from  the  VVisconiin 
Central  put  a  quietus  on  the  plans  of  the  Thnms  for  six  months. 
Tlie  couple  continued  to  live  at  Romeo  in  a  ramshackle  house, 
which  was  one  o(  the  lew  vestis^s  left  of  tlic  town's  more  pros- 
perous period,  Tliere  was  nothing  more  to  be  gained  from 
lire-insurance  cnnipames.  Lint  life  insurance  offered  a  most 
alluring  inducement  for  swindling.  All  that  was  needed  was 
to  get  the  chief  actor  insured  for  a  large  amoimt,  and  he  was  to 
disappear.  His  widow  was  then  to  collect  the  value  of  the 
policies,  divide  the  money  among  the  co-conspirators,  and  then 
rejoin  her  husband  in  the  mining  regions  of  Idaho. 

The  first  plan  which  sug^sle<l  itself  to  the  conspirators  was 
to  have  Thrun  apjjcar  lo  fall  overboard  from  one  of  the  steam- 
ers trading  between  Green  Bay  and  Chicago.  Tliis  was  ac- 
cepted as  the  easi«t  way.  and  Tlirun  suddenly  manifested  a 
great  interest  in  life  insurance.  Local  life-insurance  agents 
were  as  eager  for  their  commissions  as  the  fire  insurance  men 
had  been,  and  it  was  not  long  before  Thnin  had  policies  for 
$57,000,  some  of  them  in  the  most  influential  companies  of  the 
country.  The  risks  were  accepted  by  the  various  offices,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Kquitable  Life  of  New  York,  whose 
inspector  threw  out  the  application  because  he  could  see  no 
good  reason  why  a  man  in  Thrun's  .ipparent  circumstances 
should  carry  so  heavy  an  insurance. 

One  evening  in  the  midsummer  of  i8y2  a  man  with  a  heavy 
beard,  a  broad-brimmed  slouch  hat,  and  an  ill-fitting  suit  of 
clothes,  accompanied  by  a  sharp-looking  young  man,  boarded 
one  of  the  Goodrich  steamers,  bound  from  Green  Bay  to 
Chicago.  The  same  man  with  the  same  long  beard  disem- 
barked from  the  steamer  upon  its  arrival  there.  All  night  long 
the  bearded  man  had  watched  for  a  chance  to  fall  overboard 
in  such  a  way  that  a  passenger  with  a  smooth  face,  a  derby 
hat,  and  a  good  suit  of  clothes  would  be  left  on  deck.  The 
old  slouch  hat  was  to  have  been  dropped  from  the  deck  when 
the  sharp  young  man  sounded  the  cry  of  "Man  overboard!" 
The  watchmen  on  the  steamer  did  their  duty  so  well  that  the 
scheme  was  balked. 
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Two  more  trips  tlie  same  couple  made  between  Green  Bay 
and  Chicago,  but  Thnin  was  not  to  die  by  being  drowned. 
Tlie  boat  watchineti  prevented  tliat  fate. 

It  was  then  that  the  more  horrible  fate  of  being  burned  to 
death  in  his  dwelling  at  Romeo  was  allotted  to  him  by  the 
conspirators.  Mrs.  Thrun,  it  appears,  planned  the  details.  The 
house  was  to  bum  down.  Thrun  was  to  disappear  and  bones 
were  to  be  found  among  the  ashes.  To  carry  out  successfully 
this  project  required  witnesses  who  could  be  depended  upon 
to  prove  Thrun's  death  lo  the  satisfaction  of  the  insurance  com- 
panies. The  circle  of  the  conspiracy  was  enlarged  to  take  in 
t^vo  of  Thnm's  associates  at  Romeo.  The  legal  side  of  the 
case  had  to  be  looked  after,  so  that  the  cLiinis  on  the  policies 
might  be  valid,  and  also  that,  in  case  of  failure,  the  conspirators 
would  not  suffer  the  penalty  they  deserved  for  the  crime.  As 
to  the  parties  who  entered  into  the  conspiracy  the  confession 
of  Thrun  left  no  doubt.  It  was  a  compact  organization,  and 
arrangements  were  promptly  completed  for  the  event  which 
was  to  blot  out  Ferdinand  Jules  Thrun  as  a  legal  entity  in 
human  existence. 

Thrun's  house  at  Romeo  took  fire  the  night  of  October  28th, 
1892.  As  the  flames  were  working  their  way  toward  the  root 
Thrun  rushed  into  the  burning  structure  and  was  not  seen 
again. 

"  I  have  some  valuable  papers  in  the  house,"  he  cried  to  tlic 
bystanders  as  he  disappeared,  "  and  I  must  get  them." 

The  next  morning  when  the  people  of  Romeo  began  to  poke 
around  in  the  ashes  of  the  burned  building,  they  uncovered  the 
bones  of  a  human  being.  Tlirun  had  been  there  the  night 
before  and  was  gone.  He  had  been  seen  to  go  towards  the 
house  and  here  were  his  bones.  The  coroner's  jury  was  sum- 
moned, heard  the  statements  of  the  people  who  had  been  at 
the  6re,  and  found  a  verdict  that  F.  J.  'llirun  had  Wen  burned 
to  death.  The  three  witnesses  who  had  testified  that  they  had 
seen  Thnm  enter  the  house  to  rescue  his  valuables  were  N. 
I-.  Kaucly,  George  I,uchlman,  and  Charles  Herbert  They 
were  all  asleep  at  the  house  at  the  time  the  fire  broke  out.  Mrs. 
Tlirun  was  visiting  friends  in  an  adjoining  luwn  when  she 
received  a  dispatch  to  cumc  home  and  that  her  husband  was 
dead.  ' 


HI  aware, 
life  companies,  "  that  sonw  people  say  my  hii!ir>aii<l  is  not  dead. 
All  I  know  is  (hat  the  men  who  u-crc  with  him  that  night  say 
tlut  he  was  burned  in  the  house,  and  the  coroner's  jury  has 
said  that  he  was  dead.  All  T  ask  is  that  you  s:ittsfy  yourselves 
gentlemen,  as  1o  his  death.  I  am  in  nti  hurr)-.  I  can  wait 
until  you  are  ready  to  pay  me.  It  my  husband  is  alive,  as  you 
say  he  is.  yuu  must  produce  him.  I  would  rather  have  him 
back  than  have  the  money.  Hut  if  he  is  dead  I  am  entitled  to 
what  is  due  un  the  policies." 

All  the  cross-question  in  K  of  expert  underwriters  who  had 
been  traine«l  in  the  wiles  of  life-insuraiice  crooks  did  not  dis- 
compose Vfrs.  'ninin.  She  was  cool  and  collected  throughout 
an  ordeal  which  would  have  broken  down  any  nrdinar>'  man 
or  woman.  Subjected  to  tlie  same  test  afterward,  her  hus- 
band went  to  pieces  almost  at  the  outset. 

"  Tlie  poor  man  was  burned  to  death,"  she  said  at  once, 
althoug-h  the  dispatch  had  told  nothing  of  there  being  a  fire. 
She  had  with  her  the  insurance  policies  on  Thrun's  life.  Some 
women  would  have  overdone  the  thing  by  a  profusion  of  tears 
and  sobs.  Mrs.  Thrun  did  notliing  of  the  kind.  She  pro- 
fessed sorrow  at  her  husband's  death,  put  on  her  widow's 
weeds,  and  started  in  to  collect  the  insurance.  Soon  after- 
wards she  removed  to  f-'rcdonia,  a  small  town  about  thirty 
miles  from  Milwaukee. 

Six  weeks  elapsed  before  serious  doubts  as  to  the  fate  of 
Thrun  began  to  be  aroused.  When  it  was  discovered  that 
the  bones  found  in  the  ashes  were  those  of  an  old  skeleton 
the  doubts  ripened  into  certainty.  The  insurance  companies 
prepared  to  light  the  claims,  and  on  December  22d  tlie  case  was 
turned  over  to  the  Pinkerton  detective  agency.  All  were 
united  in  the  search  for  the  man  who  had  taken  the  star  part 
in  the  fraud.  In  January,  1893,  Mrs.  Thrun.  still  wearing  her 
widow's  weeds,  appeared  at  the  ofHces  of  the  insurance  people 
in  Oiicago  and  insisted  upon  payment  of  her  claim.  The 
policies  were  transferred  to  the  hands  of  Hanson  (or  collection, 
btit  Ui  view  of  tlie  well-founded  doubts  of  the  underwriters 
and  the  significant  rumors  afloat,  he  undertook  to  compromise. 
Some  of  tlie  companies  were  induced  to  pay  ten  per  cent,  of  the 
bee  value  of  thetr  policies  in  exchange  for  those  contracts. 
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Apparently  realizing  that  the  conspiracy  had  failed,  Hanson 
suddenly  changed  front.  Perhaps  in  order  to  save  himself,  if 
guilty,  he  entered  into  a  contract  with  tbe  ^tna  Life  o(  Hart- 
ford to  produce  Thruii  within  ninety  days.  At  the  same  time 
Hanson  insisted  on  the  company  paying  lo  per  cent,  on  its 
policies  of  $15,000  (life  and  accident).  Tliis  offer  the  Chicago 
manager  energetically  declined.  Hanson  made  a  pretense  to 
be  at  work  looking  for  Thrun,  but  told  the  insurance  com- 
pany that  he  had  not  been  able  to  locate  him.  At  the  end  of 
the  time  specified  in  the  contract  he  appeared  again  at  Uie 
office.  This  time  he  is  said  to  have  offered  to  produce  Thrun 
in  short  ortier  if  immunity  from  prosecution  were  given  tlie 
EuRitive. 

"  Produce  your  man,"  General  Agent  Lynas  said  to  Hanson, 
"and  we  will  settle  the  question  of  prosecution  afterward." 

Hanson  left  the  office  in  a  rage.  In  all  he  secured  about 
$4,ooa  The  Mutual  Life,  which  paid  over  10  per  cent,  of  its 
policy  of  $10,000  for  a  settlement,  soon  regretted  the  hasty 
step  and  joined  eagerly  in  the  search. 

Convinced  tliat  the  easiest  way  to  trace  Thrnn's  where- 
abouts was  to  watch  the  correspondence  between  the  fugitive 
and  his  wife,  the  detectives  began  work  at  Fredonia.  As  was 
suspected,  Thrun  had  gone  into  the  v.nlds  of  Northern  Wis- 
consin at  first  and  had  drifted  thence  into  the  far  West.  From 
Montana  he  was  traced  over  n.early  every  State  in  the  Missis- 
sippi Valley.  He  had  come  to  Chicago  and  from  there  had 
drifted  towards  the  South.  When  he  anchored  in  New  Or- 
leans he  worked  as  a  day  laborer,  and  his  entire  surroundings 
indicated  that  he  had  but  one  object  in  life,  and  that  was  to 
escape  arrest.  Everywhere  he  felt  that  detectives  were  on  his 
track.  His  only  correspondent  was  his  wife,  and  she  addressed 
her  letters  to  R.  L.  Harris.  With  that  clew  a  detective  was 
at  the  post-office  window  one  day  when  he  called  for  his  mail. 
The  letter  received  at  the  time  was  not  from  his  wife,  how- 
ever. It  was  from  the  Pinkerton  agency  tn  Qiicago,  and  as 
it  was  handed  to  him  he  was  placed  under  arrest. 

William  Beck,  who  had  been  employed  by  the  Mutual  Ljfe 
of  New  York  in  the  search,  went  to  New  Orleans  and  brought 
back  the  prisoner,  who  seemed  to  be  relieved  by  his  arrest. 
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On  his  arrival  in  Chicago  he  was  taken  to  the  office  of  Cordon 
E.  Sheniian.  in  the  Ashland  HU>ck.  where  he  was  subjected 
to  a  fire  of  cross-qncslioning  which  soon  brought  out  all  the 
facts  regarding  the  great  fraud.  Put  to  the  test,  Thnin  broke 
<tovm  in  Mr.  Shcniian's  office,  and  told  of  the  steatnboat 
scheme  as  leading  up  to  the  burning  of  liis  houK.  This  con- 
fession was  niade  March  17th,  1893.  The  arrest  of  the  con- 
spirators followed,  but  they  were  not  Iried  iinti!  December  8th, 
of  that  year.  A  verdict  of  acijuitlal  was  relumed  in  the  cases 
of  Hanson,  Follett,  and  Kaudy,  the  parties  mainly  implicated 
in  tlic  conrcssion.  Apparently  the  jur>'  believed  them  while 
they  refused  to  believe  Thrun.  Bui  as  the  charge  of  con- 
spiracy failed,  Thrun  was  allowed  his  discharge  witli  the  rest 
of  the  gang. 

THE  MARIANO  RUBIO  CASE 

From  a  full  and  carefully  prepared  report  of  this  remark- 
able case,  in  the  Coast  Rwiew,  San  Francisco,  the  following 
particulars  arc  obtained: 

On  tlie  3d  day  of  March.  A.  D.  1869.  Miguel  Koc  made 
apphcation  to  the  Manhattan  Lite  Insurance  Company  to  in- 
sure the  life  of  one  Mariano  Rubio,  in  the  sum  of  $15,000, 
on  an  ordinary  life  policy,  to  Ijc  made  jrayablc  to  Noe,  who 
claimed  to  be  a  creditor  of  the  said  Mariano  Rubio. 

The  application  was  presented  in  the  regular  form;  Rubio 
was  properly  examined,  the  application  accepted  by  the  com- 
pany, and  a  policy  issued  for  the  sum  of  $15,000.  Rubio,  the 
assured,  was  at  that  time  a  resident  of  the  county  of  San  Luis 
Obispo,  California.  The  premiums  upon  the  policy  were 
regularly  paid  up  to  March  23d,  1880. 

On  July  ist,  1879,  the  policy  was  regularly  and  duly  assigned 
by  Miguel  N'oe  to  a  leading  lawyer  of  the  city  of  San  Francisco, 
Mr.  Tully  R.  Wise,  who  thereupon  became  the  lawful  owner 
for  a  good  and  sufficient  consideration.  By  private  arrange- 
ment, however,  between  Noe  and  Wise,  the  former  was  to  re- 
ceive one-haJf  of  the  proceeds  of  the  policy,  should  it  ever  be 
collected. 

On  the  23d  day  of  October,  1880,  there  was  presented  to 
the  Manhattan  Life  Insurance  Company  tlie  following  proofs 
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of  the  death  uf  Marianc)  Rubio,  whicli  it  was  alk-gcd  liati  rvcctir- 
rcd  in  the  manner  stated  by  the  witnesses  in  the  affidavits  here- 
after noted: 

"  Notice  is  hereby  given  to  the  Manhatun  Life  Insurance  Company 
of  N«w  York,  thai  Mariano  Kubio.  of  Suit  Ltii);  Ol>i<^|>u.  cotiiiiy  oE 
San  Luis  Obispo,  Cal.,  has  dvcva^tcd ;  that  sai<i  Muriuno  Rukiu  was 
the  name  iHTSuri  itJMin-il  by  said  Manhalian  Lift  ln<^UTaiicc  Com- 
pany in  the  sum  of  Fifteen  Thousand  Dollars,  for  the  term  of  bia 
natunil  life,  by  their  policy  of  insurance  number  27,671.  dated  March 
5.  iS6q.  and  that  under  the  lerms  and  eondiiions  of  *aid  policy.  Ihe 
same  becomes  payable  to  me,  a<i  the  lawful  holder  and  owner  of  said 
policy,  and  I  hereby  declare  ihat  my  interest  in  said  policy  i*  to  ihc 
full  amount  of  $ij,ooa  and  do  furiber  declare  that  the  statemenu  in 
the  annexed  certificatcR  A,  B  and  C  arc  correct  The  prcwt  of  »id 
death  and  my  claim  under  the  before-mentioned  policy,  I  answer  as 
follows:  Name  ol  deceased,  Mariano  Ruhio;  residence,  San  Luis 
Obispo  County,  California;  occupation,  funncr:  place  and  date  o( 
birth.  Mexico,  March  i.  1834:  place  and  dale  ol  death,  on  his  way 
from  t-os  Angeles  to  the  State  of  Nevada,  jomewherc  in  Novciviber, 
1879.  Have  been  acrjuaintcd  with  the  deceased  fifteen  years:  last  No- 
vember said  Rubio  and  one  Gontales,  with  others,  left  Los  Angeles 
County  (or  Nevada,  and  were  lost  on  the  way,  and  died  from  exhaus- 
tion. Their  bodies  were  found  about  »ix  dayK  after  their  separation 
from  the  other  parties,  and  were  buried  on  the  spot  where  they  were 
found." 

Dated  at  San  Francisco,  October  23d,  1880.  Signed  and 
sworn  to  before  Commissioner  of  Deeds,  Holland  Smith,  by 
Ttilly  R.  Wise,  assignee,  who  made  oath  that  the  foregoing 
statements  by  him  made  were  true  and  full,  to  the  best  of  his 
knowledge,  recollection  and  belief.  Certificates  "  A  "  and  "  B  " 
annexed,  being  for  the  attending  physician's  and  the  under- 
taker's statements,  of  cotirsc  were  left  blank.  Certificate  "  C," 
however,  the  statement  of  an  acquaintance  of  deceased,  was 
subscribed  to  by  one  Andxts  Sandcrfiel,  who  testified  that  he 
had  known  Mariano  Rubio  since  t85o;  and  that  the  latter  had 
died  in  Nevada  from  exposure,  as  stated  in  the  accompanying 
aiTidaviL 

Accompanying  the  above  statements  regarding  the  decease 
of  Mariano  Rubio,  and  apparently  relied  upon  to  corroborate 
tliem,  was  affidavit  made  by  Kafacl  Peralta  and  Maxjmiano 
Arcc,  who  stated  under  oath  that  they  left  Los  Angeles  to  go 
to  Nevada  with  Mariano  Rubio  on  the  13th  day  of  November, 
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1879,  and  (luring  tht-  tr'm  Mariano  Kiibio  and  a  man  nanwd 
Gonzales  sqwirated  (mm  ilieni.  and  about  llic  27111  of  Novem- 
ber, the  former  two  Inst  their  way,  as  Peralta  and  Maxiniiano 
suppnscci,  and  "  six  davs  after,"  the  affidavit  goes  on  to  say, 
"  wc  came  upon  their  dead  bodies,  and  wc  buried  them  about 
280  miles  fnini  here,  and  we  can  now  go  to  the  spot.  Mariano 
Rubio  I  knew  for  a  long  time:  he  was  an  old  man,  and  his 
age  I  do  not  know,  but  he  auist  have  been  between  fifty  and 
sixty.- 

Thc  affidavit  eontaininjj  the  above  statement  wxs  begun  in 
tlic  plural,  and  in  the  last  two  sentences  was  written  in  the 
first  person  singular.  It  was  signed  by  both  Maxiniiano  Arcc 
and  Rafael  Fcndta,  in  the  presence  of  W,  H.  Gray.  Notary 
Public,  in  Lus  Angeles.  October  6th.  1880.  Attadied  to  the 
same  affidavit  was  one  subscribed  to  by  Francisco  Macon,  who 
testified  that  he  knew  the  parlies  above  named,  and  knew  that 
Mariano  left  that  ncighborhoo<I  (Los  Angeles)  with  them  in 
accordance  with  the  above  affidavit  Sicnor  Ygnaeio  Sepul- 
veda,  Superior  Judge  of  Los  Angeles  county,  certified  that  W. 
H.  Gray  was  a  notary  public  in  and  for  tliat  county  at  the  time 
the  above  affidavits  were  taken,  and  that  his  signature  was 
genuine. 

Detective  Harry  Morse  was  engaged  to  look  up  the  various 
parties  who  had  a  personal  knowledge  of  Rubio's  death,  and 
soon  learned  that  one  Jose  Lopez  had  accompanied  Rubio  to 
Sonora  about  the  time  at  which  his  alleged  death  took  place, 
in  the  desolation  of  Death  Valley.  A  detective  was  sent  to 
ifexico,  and  finally  the  long  lost  Rubio  was  found  alive,  in 
excellent  health,  and  moreover  newly  married,  in  Autlan,  in 
the  State  of  Jalisco. 

Meanwhile,  on  the  6th  o[  December,  1881,  suit  was  brought 
by  Tully  R.  Wise  against  tlie  Manhattan  Life  Insurance  Com- 
pany, in  the  Superior  Court  of  San  Francisco,  to  recover  the 
81UT1  of  $15,000,  with  interest  thereon  from  the  30th  day  of 
November,  1879,  and  the  further  sum  of  $407.35.  with  interest 
thereon  from  the  23d  day  t)f  March,  1880,  and  for  costs.  The 
compUiint  set  forth  the  statement  of  the  insurance  of  Mariano 
Rubin  by  the  defendant,  tlic  interest  of  Miguel  Noe  and  of 
the  plaintifF;  and  the  statement  of  Ruble's  death  as  given  in 
the  proof  of  dcatli  and  in  tlie  narratives  of  Maximiano  Arcc 
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and  Pcralta.  An  answer  signed  by  Mr.  Landers,  as  repre- 
sentative of  the  defendant  company,  denying  the  claim,  was 
filed  in  JanuaTy,  18X2,  by  Messrs.  McAllister  &  Borgin,  attor- 
neys for  the  defendant.  Soon  after  Messrs.  McAllister  & 
Bergin  received  a  letter  from  the  U.  S.  Consul  at  Ma7allan, 
under  date  of  Januarj-  30th,  1882,  in  wTiich  the  following 
appeared. 

"  I  have  the  pleasure  to  report  the  successful  coniplelior  of  the 
commission  entrusted  mc  by  you.  to  obtain  proofs  o(  ihc  existence  of 
Mariana  Rubio.  who&e  life  had  been  insured  in  the  Manhattan  Life 
Instiraiice  Company  in  bvor  of  Miguel  Noc,  and  whose  death  hu 
been  gUiincd  to  liuvc  taken  place. 

"  I  despatched  Mr.  Campbell  Ford  to  Auilan  for  the  [nirpuiie  of 
obta^ining  afiidavitt,  and  io*day  received  s  document  (rom  bini,  prop- 
erly authenticated  by  llic  U.  S.  Consul  at  Manzanillo,  wliich  proves 
beyond  doubt  the  existence  of  Riibio.  Mr,  Ford  writes  me  that 
Rubio  is  about  to  get  married,  and  is  in  perfect  health." 

Accompanying  the  above  letter  were  the  proceedings  of 
voluntary  jurisdiction  instituted  by  Mariano  Rubio  to  demon- 
strate the  identity  of  his  person.  On  the  margin  was  the  seal 
of  tlie  Revenue  Department  of  the  Sixtli  Canton  of  tfie  State 
of  Jalisco.  The  evidence  was  taken  at  Autlan,  Januar)"  13th, 
1882,  and  signed  by  Roscndo  Hijar  de  Haro: 

To  fhf  Court  of  Firsl  Inslanee—l,  Mariano  Rubio,  of  lawful  age, 
widower,  and  resident  of  this  vicinity,  as  the  best  mwde  of  proceeding, 
depose  and  set  forth: 

"On  the  23d  o(  March,  1879,  the  Manhattan  Life  Insurance  Com- 
pany, established  in  San  Francisco,  Stale  of  fUppcr)  CaLifonua.  one 
of  the  United  Stales,  imtured  my  life,  the  respective  policy  being 
fixed  ill  the  sum  of  Fifteen  Tliousand  Dollars,  on  account  of  Senor 
Don  Miguel  Noc.  resident  in  the  wid  City  of  San  Francisco;  and 
intervening  in  that  contract,  besides  the  Senor  Noc.  his  attorney 
Huais.  whose  name  I  do  not  remember,  two  agents  of  the  said  com- 
pany and  myself,  am!  the  Senor  Noe  having  obligated  himself  16  pay 
the  premiums  (bonus)  correspondent  to  the  policy,  and  to  acknowl- 
edae.  on  my  death,  in  (avor  of  my  heirs,  the  sum  of  Five  Thousand 
Dollars." 

Rubio  then  set  forth  that  in  order  to  secure  as  well  the 
rights  which  pertained  to  him  in  the  said  policy,  as  tho-te  which 
the  said  company  might  have  or  desired  to  make  clear,  he 
prayed  the  court  to  execute  such  proceedings  of  voluntary 
jurisdiction  as  might  conduce  to  the  identification  of  his  per- 
son. 


Thereupon  such  procccdinKS  were  had.  Rubio's  personal 
a|>pearance,  ^c  and  general  qualities  wrz  deposed  to  by  wit- 
nesses. It  was  shown  that  he  was  enrolled  as  a  citizen  of  that 
city  (or  many  years  of  his  life,  and  that  froni  there  he  came 
to  California  about  thirty  years  ago,  and  that  in  i8So  he  re- 
turned tu  Autlan.  Rubio,  upon  being  i^woni,  told  the  tale 
of  his  return  home  as  follows: 

*'  In  the  month  of  March  or  April  nf  the  current  year  it 
will  be  two  years  since  he  arrived  in  this  place  (Autlan),  having 
been  three  months  on  the  road  from  San  Francisco,  California, 
to  this  place;  his  last  place  of  residence  having  been  the  Santa 
Rosa  Ranch,  in  the  county  of  San  Buenaventura,  Cal.,  whence 
he  departed  for  the  Colorado  River,  thence  touching  at  Altar, 
in  the  State  Sonera.  From  this  latter  place  he  went  to  Her^ 
mosillo;  thence  to  Guaymas;  tlience  to  Alamos;  thence  to 
Fricrtc  River;  thence  to  Culiacan,  in  the  State  of  Sinaloa; 
thence  to  the  port  of  Mazatlan." 

From  Maeatlan  to  Autlan,  the  route  taken  by  Rubio  was 
also  described.    Continuing,  Senor  Rubio  deposed; 

"  It  is  alike  true,  that,  in  order  to  be  able  to  marry  Dona 
Merced  Hernandez,  I  was  required  to  furnish  evidence  of  the 
decease  of  my  first  wife.  Dona  Maria  Villasenor,  which  took 
place  in  San  Francisco.  Cal.,  which  evidence  was  furnished  in 
a  certificate  which  was  issued  to  me  by  the  Senor  Bishop  of 
the  aforesaid  California." 

It  will  be  observed  that  both  sides  up  to  this  time  had  made 
strong  documentary  evidence  to  substantiate  tiicir  respective 
positions.  The  plaintiff,  Mr.  Tully  R  Wise,  had  submitted  the 
proofs  of  the  death  of  Mariano  Rubio,  and  the  sworn  affida- 
vita  of  two  persons  who  had  buried  his  remains  in  ihe  sun- 
heated  sands  of  that  far-distanl  and  desolate  region  known  as 
"  Death  Valley." 

For  the  defense,  the  statement  of  Jose  Lopez,  who  said  he 
had  gone  to  Sonora  with  Rubio,  was  obtained,  and  in  substan- 
tiation of  that  statement  it  was  found  that  a  man  named 
Mariano  Rubio  liad  arrived  at  Mazatlan  and  from  thence  had 
gone  to  Autlan,  Jalisco,  his  native  place,  as  told  by  a  weH- 
known  citizen  of  San  Luis  Obispo  County. 

What  would   be  the   result   should,  these   two  con6icting 
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tfieories  be  placed  before  a  iur>-?  A  sum  of  money  aggrcgat- 
itifif  nearly  $20,000  was  at  stake,  besides  the  moral  cflcct  of 
beings  right  or  enduring  wrong. 

Ar  this  crisis,  Mr.  John  Landers,  Agent  oE  the  Manhattan, 
dispatched  Mr.  A.  Hinz  to  Mexico,  to  find  Mariano  Rubio, 
and  produce  liim  in  San  Francisco.  This  step  was  taken  in 
April,  1882.  Mr.  Hinz  made  a  toilsome  trip  through  the 
mountains  of  Mexico  to  the  city  of  Am!an,  Jalisco.  He  re- 
turned to  San  Francisco,  after  great  hanUhi])  ami  expense, 
arriving  there  on  tin-  29lh  day  of  May,  [8S2,  With  him  he 
brought  Mariano  Rubio,  alive  and  in  good  lieallh. 

Scnor  Mariano  Rubio  was  accompanied  by  his  wife — a 
buxom,  brilliant  Mexican  woman,  whom  he  recently  wedded 
in  Autlan,  his  native  city.  They  were  soon  safely  domiciled  at 
one  of  the  leading  hotels  in  tliis  city,  secure  from  intru!>ion 
and  supplied  with  tlic  comforts  and  necessities  of  life.  On  the 
day  of  tlieir  arrival  in  San  Francisco,  Scnor  Rubio,  when  leav- 
ing the  office  of  the  Manhattan  Life  Insurance  Company,  on 
California  street,  came  (ace  to  face  with  Mr.  Tully  R.  Wise 
ami  Senor  Miguel  Noe,  who  were  conversing  together  upon 
the  sidewalk.  The  recognition  of  Rubio  by  Noe  was  almost 
instantaneous.  The  latter  gave  his  hand  to  Rubio  and  bade 
him  welcome,  extending  the  hospitalities  of  his  home  to  the 
long-sought- for  Mexican. 

But  to  affirm  that  Noe  was  not  surprised  at  the  unexpected 
appearance  of  Senor  Rubio  would  be  wide  of  the  truth.  The 
latter  ])resented  a  well-preserved  figure  for  a  man  buried  in 
the  scorching  sands  of  Death  Valley  for  three  years.  What- 
ever splits  there  had  been  in  his  lips  were  completely  healed; 
his  tongue  did  not  have  the  appearance  of  having  been  burned 
and  blackened  by  thirst;  and  his  body  had  so  recovered  from 
its  exhaustion  and  the  advanced  stage  of  decomposition  so 
graphicaliy  portrayed  by  Maximiano  Arce  and  Rafael  Peralta, 
as  to  be  rccopiizable  by  his  old  friend,  Senor  Miguel  Noe. 

A  conference  was  held  in  the  office  of  Messrs.  McAllister  & 
Bergen,  Nevada  Block,  this  city,  at  which  were  present  Mariano 
Rubio,  Miguel  Noe.  Tully  R.  Wise,  John  Landers  and  Mr. 
Bergin.  Mr.  Wise  expressed  his  entire  satisfaction  at  the 
identity  of  Rubio,  and  also  his  regret  at  having  been  led  into 
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assuming  the  questionable  position  that  he  occupie<t.  He  be- 
lieved that  rank  perjury-  had  been  committed  by  the  parties 
who  had  a1lcg;cd  timt  tlicy  had  buried  Rubiu.  and  not  only 
condemned  them  but  held  that  they  should  be  punished.  In 
conclusion,  he  metaphoricaUy  "  washed  his  hands  of  the  whole 
aff^." 

5ubfeqtKnt3y,  the  Tollowing  document  was  drawn  up  and 
filed  in  the  Superior  Court: 

Im  tht  Svperiot  Court  of  iMf  StaU  of  CaUfcmia.  in  and  for  Ikt  Cily 
titd  (MM/y  of  Sah  F^aniiuo. 

Tyu-v  R.  Wise,  Phintif, 

vs. 

The  Mamhattak  Lifk  In-surancc  CoMrANv. 

DtfeifdaHt. 

Tbc  plxintifl  in  the  aborc  entitled  action,  bciag  here  now  fully 
■ati&£ed  that  Mariano  Rubio,  named  in  the  compbint  in  said  action, 
b  now  living,  and  that  the  plaititifl  is  not  entitled  to  recover  herein, 
it  la  hereby  stipulated  that  aid  action  be  and  it  h  hereby  dismissed. 
and  the  Clerk  of  laid  Court  is  hereby  authorized  to  enter  judgnicnl 
of  dismissal  in  said  action. 

(Signed)  TULLV  R-  Wise,  Plaintiff  in  Person. 

THE  HILLMON  CONCEALMENT. 

The  cases  of  Sallie  E.  HiUnion  against  the  Mutual  Life  In- 
surance Company,  the  New  York  Life,  and  the  Connecticut 
Miittial  Life,  repeatedly  before  the  courts  for  a  period  of  thir- 
teen years,  have  attained  a  degree  of  notoriety  that  could  only 
attach  to  one  of  the  most  desperate  legal  struggles  in  the  his- 
tory of  jurisprudence.  The  contention  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
panies has  cost  tlicni  more  than  their  liability  in  the  event  of 
satisfactorily  proved  death,  and  tlieir  stubborn  resistance  has 
been  due  to  their  belief  that  Hillmon  has  been  seen  alive  in 
various  places  at  different  times,  tliat  lie  is  still  eluding  the 
detectives  and  cnvcring  his  tracks,  and  tlial  it  is  a  duty  they 
owe  to  honest  policyholders,  aside  from  subsciring  the  ends 
of  justice,  to  resist  fraud  at  any  cost. 

^Vhcn  the  claim  was  made  and  resisted,  the  first  trial  took 
place  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Ccmrt  at  Leavenwortli.  in 
June,   1882.     The  jury  failed  to  agree,  and  in  1885  tlie  case 
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was  retried  in  Uic  same  court  before  Judge  Urcwer  with  a  like 
result  A  third  trial  was  held  in  Topcka,  in  Kebnwry,  1888, 
before  Judge  Shiras,  and  a  verdict  was  rendered  for  the  plain- 
tilT.  The  jury  gave  a  venlict  against  the  Connecticut  Mutual 
fcr  $7,530,  agahisl  the  New  York  Life  fur  $15,060.  and  against 
tlie  Mutual  Life  uf  New  York  fur  $15,060.  The  defendants 
entered  a  motion  for  a  new  trial,  and  Judge  Shiras  suspended 
judgment  until  the  June  term  to  allow  of  tlie  preparation  of  a 
bill  of  exceptions.  The  grounds  upon  which  the  new  trial 
was  asked  were  as  follows:  First — Misconduct  of  the  plaintiff 
at  the  trial.  Second^ Misconduct  on  the  part  n(  the  jury. 
Third — Because  the  verdict  and  judgment  are  contrary  to  the 
evidence.  Fourth — Because  the  verdict  and  judgment  are  con- 
trary to  law.  Fifth — Because  of  error  of  law  occurring  at  tlie 
trial  and  duly  excepted  to  by  the  defendants  at  the  time.  Sixth 
— Newly  discovered  evidence  material  to  the  defendants  which 
they  could  not  by  reasonable  diligence  have  presented  upon  tlic 
trial  of  this  action.  Failing  to  secure  a  new  trial,  the  com- 
panies carried  the  case  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court 
upon  questions  of  law. 

The  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  at  Washington  reversed 
the  judgment  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  in  the  Circuit  Court  at 
Topeka,  its  action  being  based  upon  errors  in  the  admission 
of  testimony  and  in  the  charge  to  the  jury.  After  this  remand 
the  ca,se  came  up  (or  a  fourth  trial  at  Topeka,  and  ended  in 
another  disagreemenL  On  the  first  trial  the  jury  stood  ten 
for  plaintiff  an<l  two  against;  on  the  second,  they  stood  six 
to  six;  on  the  last  trial,  seven  fur  the  plaintiff  and  Jive  for  the 
companies. 

John  W.  Hillmon  was  bom  in  Indiana  in  1845.  and  there- 
fore at  the  time  of  his  alleged  death  near  Medicine  Lodge, 
Kan.,  in  1879,  was  34  years  of  age.  In  October,  1878,  he  was 
married  to  SialUe  R  Quinn,  the  plaintiff  in  the  suits  against  the 
companies.  Four  months  afterwards  he  started  for  Wichila. 
in  company  with  his  partner.  John  H  I^rown.  hoth  being 
drovers.  Near  sundown  on  March  17,  1879,  while  encamped 
in  a  desolate  spot  on  Crooked  Creek,  a  man  was  shot  through 
the  head  and  killed  by  Bmwn.  He  declared  that  it  was  acci- 
dental, and  had  occurred  while  he  was  taking  a  rifle  from  the 
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wagtm.  lie  called  upon  a  farnier  in  tlit  nci^iilmrhntxl,  iianii-d 
Bril«y.  to  viow  Uie  body  anJ  assist  in  burial.  He  asserted 
that  the  body  was  Hillmon's,  and  as  the  licad  liad  been  placed 
near  the  fire,  the  features  were  biimed  and  charred  beyond 
recognition.  Afterward  when  the  liody  was  exhumed  and 
taken  to  l.awrcnce  (ur  klcutification.  it  was  noted  that  the 
cor)>sc  had  a  full  set  of  regular  teeth,  whereas  Hillnton's  were 
irregular,  and  nnc  had  I)een  lost.  Confronted  with  the  dental 
evidence,  Urown  broke  down,  and  confessed  that  Hltlnion  was 
alive,  that  a  conspiracy  had  been  formed  tn  December,  1878, 
between  Hillnion,  Mrs.  HJIInion's  cousin,  Levi  Baldwin,  and 
himself  to  defraud  the  insurance  companies.  Baldwin  was  to 
furnish  the  money  for  the  first  year's  premiums,  and  Brown 
and  Hillmon  were  to  arrange  for  the  lattcr's  disappearance. 
Brown  alleged  that  the  man  who  was  kiUcd  in  order  to  provide 
a  body  to  be  palmed  off  as  Hillmon's,  was  named  Joe  Berkley. 
This  eventually  proved  to  be  false,  as  it  turned  out  that  the 
dead  man  was  Frederick  Adolph  Walters,  a  young  German 
dgarmaker  of  Fort  ATadison,  Iowa,  who  had  gone  to  Law- 
rence in  1878.  His  remains  were  identified  by  his  parents 
and  sister.  Here  then  was  a  plain  case  of  murder  in  which 
Brown  and  Hillmon  were  principals,  and  Mrs.  Hillmon  and 
Baldwin  accessories  before  the  fact. 

In  a  subsequent  confession  made  by  John  H.  Brown  before 
a  Notary  Public,  of  Platte  County,  Missouri,  he  blamed  Hill- 
mon with  tlic  shooting.    Tlic  notary's  record  is  as  follows: 

John  H.  Brown,  of  lawful  aee.  bting  duly  awom  according  to  law, 
deposes  and  says:  "My  name  is.  John  II.  Broyrn;  my  aKc  thirty 
years.  I  am  aciiuflinted  with  John  W.  Hillmon,  also  Mr*.  S.  E. 
Hillmon  and  Levi  Baldwin,  oE  P(iiii;ta»  County,  Kanaas.  Have  known 
John  W.  Hillmon  for  about  five  years,  and  have  ticcti  wiih  him  a  good 
deal  for  the  last  two  years.  1  was  with  him  bit  March  at  Wichita,  and 
on  the  trip  from  there  to  and  around  Medicine  Lodge,  in  Dar1>oar 
County,  Kansas  (where  It  lit  claimed  lliat  I  killed  him  011  the  iTih 
ol  March.  1879).  (\long  about  the  loth  of  December.  1878.  John  W. 
Hillmon,  Levi  Baldwin  and  myself  talked  about  and  entered  into  a 
conspiracy  to  defraud  the  New  York  Life  Insurance  Company  and 
the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  out  of  some  money,  to  be 
ohiaincd  by  means  of  effecting  policie*  on  the  life  of  said  John  W. 
Hillmon.  Baldwin  was  to  furnish  the  money  to  pay  the  premiums 
and  to  keep  up  the  policies  in  case  ihcy  had  10  be  renewed.    Our 
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original  amngcmcm  was  to  gn  Hillmon'e  lite  insured  (or  $15,000. 
but  it  was  afterwards  cluitgud  lu  $25.0001  Hiltmon  and  myself  were 
to  tC<'  ofi  !)uutliwi;i)t  fruiii  Wtchiia,  Kan.,  ostensibly  to  locate  a  stock 
ranch,  but  in  fact  to  in  some;  way  find  a  subjict  to  \>asi  off  as  the 
body  of  John  W.  Hillmon,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  Oie  insurance 
moncj  aforesaid.  Wc  had  no  definite  plan  of  setting  the  subject, 
but  to  in  some  matmer  get  one.  Tlie  final  tcrminatioTi  of  the  matter 
witi  the  bit  idea  thought  of.  Our  first  |rip  out  from  Wiehita  wm 
in  the  last  days  of  Dcceniher,  while  the  snow  was  on,  Wc  expected 
to  find  a  subject  that  would  appear  lo  be  liillmon  frozen  to  death, 
and  that  could  not  be  identified  except  by  the  clothes  and  papers 
found  upon  it,  and  so  1  coutd  pass  it  off  as  Hillinon.  Wc  went 
from  Wtchtta  lo  Medicine  Lodge;  then  riireci  to  Sun  City;  from 
th«ic  til  Kinsley;  from  there  lo  Great  Bend,  on  ihe  Santa  F^  Road; 
then  la  Larned,  and  to  Wichita  via  Hutchinson.  Hillinon  an<l  myself 
were  entirely  alone  011  lliis  Inp.  Iliff,  of  Medicine  Lodge,  saw  Hdl- 
mon  on  this  trip.  Wc  put  up  at  his  stable.  I  then  stayed  at  Wichita 
until  the  4th  of  March,  fiillmon  in  the  mean  lime  went  up  to  Law- 
rence to  tec  his  wile,  and  to  net  some  more  money.  Ffe  returned 
about  the  first  of  March,  and  on  the  Slh  wc  left  on  our  second  trip. 
Wc  went  due  west  to  Cowstcin  Creek,  and  then  west  to  Harper  City, 
then  to  Medicine  Lodge,  on  by  Sun  City,  and  beyond  some  miles; 
then  wc  turned  northeast  down  Medicine  River,  lo  a  Camp  on  Elm 
Creek  about  eighteen  mites  norlh  of  Medicine  Lodge  (where  HiU- 
mon  is  claimed  to  have  been  killed).  We  got  there  about  sundown, 
and  stayed  in  camp  until  the  next  evening.  Wc  overtook  a  stranger 
on  this  trip  the  first  day  out  from  Wichita,  about  two  or  two  and  a 
half  miles  from  town,  whom  Htllnion  invited  to  get  in  and  ride,  and 
he  (Hillfflon)  proposed  lo  hire  him  to  work  for  him  on  the  ranch  as 
proposed  to  lie  located.  This  man  was  with  u.s  during  all  this  trip 
Hillmon  proposed  to  nic  that  this  man  would  do  for  a  subject  lo 
pas*  tor  him.  I  (old  liim  and  contended  with  hiin  (hat  the  man 
would  not  do  to  pass  oH  (or  Iiim,  givinK  him  vanou.s  fea!ion*  why 
the  man  would  not  answer  his  description,  and  complained  anil 
objected  beciiisc  his  proposition  was  to  lakf  ihg  man's  life,  and  1 
protested  and  said  that  was  going  beyond  what  we  had  asrccd.  and 
was  something  I  had  never  before  tliought  of,  and  was  beyond  my 
grit  entirely.  But  Hillmon  seemed  to  get  more  deeply  determined, 
and  more  and  more  desperate  in  the  matter.  Pains  were  taken  not 
to  have  more  than  two  of  us  seen  together  in  the  wagon.  Sometimes 
one  and  then  the  other  would  be  kept  back  out  of  sight.  On  hi^  trip 
up  to  Ijwrence  Hillmon  was  vaccinntcd.  His  arm  was  quite  bad, 
Hillmon  kept  at  Ihe  man  until  he  let  him  vaccinate  him,  which  he  did, 
taking  his  pocket-knife  and  using  virus  from  liin  own  arm  for  the  pur- 
pose. He  also  traded  clotfiea  with  him,  Hillmon  first  giving  him  a 
change  of  underclothing,  then  traded  suits,  the  nnc  he  wii^  killed  !n. 
The  suit  he  was  buried  in  was  a  suit  Hillmon  traded  with  Baldwin  tor. 


MYSTERIOUS  DISAPPEARANCES. 


iV 


I 


r 


Ttlb  miu  appealed  lo  be  a  slranger  in  the  couotry.  a  i&rt  of  casy-so- 
along  (cilow,  not  »uftpicious  or  very  alicmivc  to  anything.  His  arm 
became  very  sort,  and  he  got  quile  slupid  aiid  dull.  He  satd  his  name 
was  cither  Berkley  or  Bqtkcss.  or  aunicthinK  tuundinti  like  that.  Wc 
alvrayi  called  him  Joe.  lie  said  that  he  had  been  around  Fort  Scott 
awhile,  and  had  alto  worked  about  Wdlirilon  and  ArkanMA  City, 
I  don't  know  where  he  wa«  (roni.  nor  where  hU  home  or  Iriciid*  wen. 
I  did  not  see  him  at  Wichita,  that  I  know  of.  I  had  but  very  liltle  to 
say  to  the  man  and  less  to  do  with  him.  He  was  taken  in  cbargc  by 
Hilltnon  and  yielded  willingly  to  his  wilL  I  dreaded  what  I  thought 
was  to  be  done,  and  kept  out  of  having  any  more  to  do  with  him 
than  was  possible  I  frequently  lemonstratcd  with  Hillmon,  and  ir'tcd 
to  deter  him  from  carrying  out  his  intention  ol  killing  the  nutn.  The 
next  cvcninK  after  wc  E^t  lo  t))c  camp  last  named,  thv  imtn  Joe  was 
sitting  by  thi  fire.  1  was  at  the  hind  end  of  the  wagon,  either  putting 
feed  in  the  box  for  the  hnnse*  or  taking  a  stack  of  corn  out,  when  I 
heard  a  gun  go  off.  I  walked  around  and  saw  ihc  man  was  shot,  and 
Hintnoa  was  pulling  him  away  around  to  keep  him  out  of  the  fire. 
Hillmon  changed  a  day-book  from  his  own  pocket  to  Joe's,  and  said 
to  mc  everything  was  all  riicht  and  in  shape  just  as  he  wanted  it.  and 
tlvai  I  n^cd  not  be  afraid,  but  it  would  be  all  right  He  told  me  lo 
get  on  a  pony  and  go  down  to  a  lanch  about  three-quarters  of  a  mile 
and  gel  some  one  to  come  up.  He  took  Joe's  valise  and  started 
north.  This  was  about  sundown.  We  had  no  arrangements  about 
commtinicating  with  each  other.  He  flr$t  proposed  to  do  so.  but  I 
told  him  I  did  not  want  to  know  where  he  was;  thai  in  case  1  should, 
I  might  find  out  some  other  way.  I  have  never  heard  a  word  from 
him  since  that  time,  .^t  Lawrence  Mrs.  Hillmon  g.tve  me  to  under- 
stand tliBl  she  knew  when  Hillmon  was,  and  that  he  was  all  right. 
The  man  over  whom  an  inquest  was  held  at  camp,  adcrwiirds  at 
Medicine  Lodge  and  at  Lawrence.  Kan.,  was  the  man  Joe  Bureess  or 
Berkeley,  killed  by  Hillmon  as  related  above,  and  John  W.  Hillmon 
I  believe  to  be  still  alive;  at  least  he  left  our  camp  and  wcni  north,  as 
stated  al>ov«.  .-Kfter  killing  Joe.  Hillmon  said  he  would  assume  Ihc 
name  ol  William  Marshall  Baldwui,  his  wife,  and  Mrs.  Hillmon 
know  all  about  ibia." 

Th«  last  trial  of  this  remarkable  case,  which  took  place  in 
the  United  States  Circuit  Court  at  Topcka,  before  Judge  A. 
D.  Thomas,  occupied  a  period  of  nine  or  ten  weeks  in  the 
early  pari  of  1895.  With  regard  to  the  qiicstioti  of  identity 
it  was  show-n  that  while  llillmon's  height  was  five  feet  nine 
inches,  Waltcrs's  height  was  fi%'<  eleven  and  a  half.  There  were 
material  differences  between  the  hair,  the  teeth,  and  the  weight, 
and  one  had  several  distinctive  scars.  White  eight  witnesses 
declared  that  the  body  in  dispute  was  llillmon's,  twenty-one 
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of  defendant's  witnesses  testified  that  it  was  not  Hillmon's,  and 
twenty-six  others,  including  Miss  Alvina  D.  Kasten,  who  was 
engaged  to  be  married  to  Waiting,  insistiHl  that  the  body  was 
Waltcrs'a. 

Charles  Hay  testified  that  he  saw  Hillmon  alive  near  I^ad- 
villc  in  July.  1879.  and  lite  following  witnesses  declared  that 
he  was  alive  after  March  17th,  i87g,  tlic  date  at  which  Jliiilnion 
is  claimed  to  have  been  shot:  Richard  Helm,  of  Albuquerque, 
N.  M.,  J.  D.  Benton,  ol  New  Mexico,  and  W.  R.  Northrup  of 
New  Mexico,  who  saw  Ilillmon  alive  in  1884  and  1885.  The 
(olUnving  witnessejt  who  knew  Hillnion  intimately  in  the  70's, 
having  hunted  on  the  plains  with  him,  identified  him  when 
arrested  and  imprisoned  in  1889,  in  Tombstone,  Arizona: 
John  H.  Mathias,  Geo.  S.  Baker,  Clias.  W.  Hart 

Mrs.  Hillmon  in  1882  admitted  before  five  witnesses  that 
her  husband  was  alive.  Mrs.  Geo.  A.  Nichols  (Hillmon's  sis- 
ter), Geo.  A.  Nichols  and  W.  W.  Nichols  (HiUniou's  two 
brothers-in-law),  Mr.  S.  D.  Nixon  and  Mrs.  Maggie  Nixon. 
all  testily  that  Mrs.  Hillmon.  at  the  first  trial  of  the  case  at 
Leavenworth,  went  to  the  Continental  hotel,  where  the  above- 
named  parties  were  stopping,  to  find  out  what  they  intended 
to  testify  to  in  the  case,  as  to  the  appearance  of  her  husband, 
and  when  told  that  they  would  describe  his  defective  teeth 
and  the  scar  on  the  hand,  excJaimed,  "  If  you,  his  sister,  you, 
his  brothers-in-law,  and  you,  his  friends,  mean  to  testify  to 
that,  then  I  will  go  and  withdraw  my  suit,  and  turn  my  hus- 
band over  to  the  authorities." 

On  the  15th  of  September,  1879,  Mrs.  Hillmon  went  to  the 
office  of  Mr.  Wheat,  one  of  the  attorneys  for  the  plaintiflf,  who 
lived  in  Leavenworth,  and  demanded  from  him  the  policies, 
which  he  then  held,  stating  that  she  wanted  to  "back  out" 
from  suing  the  companies;  Mr.  Wheat  refused  to  give  them 
up  unless  he  was  paid  $10,000,  claiming  a  lien  to  that  extent 
Mrs.  Hillmon  finding  that  she  could  not  obtain  the  policies 
to  hand  back  to  the  companies,  executed  four  releases,  the 
following  being  a  copy  of  one,  and  all  being  identical,  except 
the  name  of  the  company,  number  of  the  policy,  and  amount: 


I^WRKNCB,  Kaksas,  Sept.  I ;,  1879 
In  cantidcraiion  of  one  dollar  lo  me  in  hanil  paid,  ihe  receipt 
whereof  is  hereby  acknowledged.  1  hereby  releaic,  surrender  and 
acknowlcdse  Mtisljiction  in  lull  of  all  claims  against  ihc  Mutual  Life 
In»urancc  Company  o(  Ntw  Vurk,  by  tcason  wi  policy  No.  1^5,132, 
iuucd  by  said  coni[>aiiy,  dated  December  10,  187S.  and  ior  the  sum 
of  ten  ihotuand  dullars  on  the  life  ol  my  hii>band,  John  W.  Hillmon, 
and  hereby  enter  satisfaction  in  hill,  and  order  the  dismissal  o(  any 
and  all  auits  or  proceedings  commenced  or  thai  may  hereafter  be 
commenced  by  any  person  or  persons,  in  my  behalf,  (or  the  collection 
of  the  same. 

(Signed.)  -S.  E.  HILLMON." 

W.  J.  Bachaw, 
John  H.  Bkowk. 


Attest 


^1: 


These  releases  were  sifted  without  the  paymenl  of  on« 
dollar,  or  the  promise  of  the  ]>aynii?nt  of  nne  dollar.  They 
were  signed  upon  one  condition,  namely,  that  the  companies 
should  agree  of  themselves,  not  to  undertake  the  prosecution 
of  John  VV.  Hilhnon,  Mrs.  Hillmon,  Levi  Baldwin  and  Julm 
H.  Brown;  but  with  the  understanding  that  if  ihc  State  prose- 
cuted them,  the  companies  would  not  withhold  the  evidence 
which  was  then  in  their  hands. 

The  insurance  compaiiies  claimed  that  a  conspiracy  was 
entered  into  by  John  W.  Hillmon,  Levi  Baldwin  and  John 
H.  Brown,  for  the  purpose  of  insuring  Hillmon  s  life;  in 
pursuance  tliereof  securing  the  body  of  another  man  and 
palming-  it  ofT  upon  the  companies  as  that  of  Hillmon,  and 
tlien  collecting  the  insurance  money  upon  Hiilnion's  life  and 
dividing  it  among  themselves.  TTie  companies  also  claimed 
that  Mrs.  Hillnmn  became  a  co-conspirator  with  them  at  the 
time  of  the  inqti«t,  and  continued  to  be  such  from  that  time 
on;  and  tliat  also  others,  on  account  of  their  pecuniary  inter- 
est, became  co-conspirators  engaged  in  the  endeavor  to  collect 
the  insurance  money  on  the  lite  of  Hillmon,  Hillmon  not 
having  lost  his  life. 

In  support  of  this  charge  of  conspiracy.  Dr.  Phillips  testified 
that  Levi  Baldwin  asked  him  all  about  life  insurance,  the 
length  of  time  after  death  before  decomposition  set  in,  and 
the  appearance  of  a  man  after  hein^  hiiried;  and  also  said, 
"  Doc,  wouldn't  it  be  a  good  plan  to  insure  some  fellow's  hfe, 
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have  liim  di&appear,  and  go  South  and  get  the  body  of  some 
'  greaser '  and  pass  it  off  on  the  insurance  companies  (or  hira?  " 
Mr.  Blythc,  an  attorney  of  Tonganoxie,  testified  that  Baldwin 
and  Hillinon  came  to  liim  one  day  and  asked  at)  sorts  of  ques- 
tions as  to  the  manner  of  co]lccting«insurance  money  in  the 
event  of  death.  Baldwin  told  him  that  he  meant  to  insure 
Hillmon's  life,  and  wanted  to  know  how  he  should  go  about 
it  Mr.  Blythc  explained  that  as  he  was  not  a  life-insurance 
agent,  it  would  be  better  to  consult  those  who  were  engaged 
in  die  business.  Mr.  Selig,  Mr.  G,  W.  R  Griffith  and  Major 
Wiseman  testified  that  Baldwin  and  Hlllmon  went,  unsolicited, 
and  made  application  for  $50,000  insurance  upon  the  life  of 
HiUmoti,  $25,000  of  which  wa.s  issued;  tiiat  Baldwin  and  Hill- 
mon  repeatedly  asked  what  form  of  statement  had  to  be  made 
out  in  order  to  collect  the  money  in  the  event  of  Hillmon's 
death.  Mr.  Carr  testified  that  Baldwin  told  him  in  March, 
1879.  that  he  and  Hitlmon  were  mixed  up  in  a  scheme  to  get 
hold  of  "  a  lot  of  money." 

As  already  remarked,  the  successive  suits,  the  adjudicature 
of  the  highest  court  in  the  land,  the  efforts  made  in  tracing 
the  fugitive  in  Arizona  and  Mexico,  and  the  employment  o! 
all  the  legal  and  detective  machinery  available,  must  have 
cost  the  companies  more  than  $25,000,  the  amount  of  the 
claim.  They  have  never  accepted  the  averment  that  tlie  man  killed 
near  Medicine  Lodge  in  March,  1879,  was  John  W.  Hillmon. 
They  have  always  contended  and  they  are  firm  in  the  belief 
that  it  was  anotiier  man  who  was  ki]lt^d,  and  that  the  parties 
to  a  criminal  conspiracy  undertook  to  palm  oflf  the  body  as 
Hillmon's,  while  they  facilitated  Hillmon's  escape  and  con- 
cealment It  is  now  seventeen  years  since  Hillmon  disap- 
peared, and  if  he  is  still  lingering  among  the  living  he  has 
well  preserved  his  disguise, ,  Tn  the  event  of  proof  of  his 
death  the  companies  have  of  course  been  ready  to  meet  their 
obligations;  but  until  such  proof  is  complete  and  satisfactory, 
or  until  the  courts  in  their  final  judgment  make  payment  com- 
pulsory, they  are  justified  in  resistance. 
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POISOHrHO,   AND   MORR    VIOLENT    FORMS   OP   ASSASSINATION. 

In  revolving  our  many-sided  picture,  wc  next  come  to  tlic 
tragic  side,  the  portion  whereon  tlie  darker  shadows  fall.  Here, 
to  the  eagerness  of  tlie  speculator,  and  the  calcu1<ition  o(  the 
gamester,  is  added  the  fiendtshness  of  dehbcratcly  planned  and 
relentlessly  pursued  homicide;  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
victim  is  generally  selected  from  that  relationship  or  that  friend- 
ship wlrich  will  sustain  an  insurable  interest,  wc  may  well  ex- 
claim— 

"  Murder  most  foul,  as  in  the  best  it  b; 
But  this  most  foul,  ttrange,  and  unnatur*]." 

If  we  scan  the  bingraphy  of  the  homicides  who  have  left  their 
names  on  the  scmll  of  infamy,  wc  find  that  many  of  them  were 
patterns  of  gentlemanly  grace  and  fastidious  polish.  But  under 
the  surface  show  of  rcBncmcnt  and  complaisance  was  the  scr> 
pent's  fang.  The  velvet  glove  concealed  a  bloody  hand;  gilding 
and  sugar-coaling  masked  the  poison  that  had  been  smuggled 
into  the  salutary  drug  prescribed  as  a  restorative.  Pmbahly  no 
one  of  iliis  class  ever  equalled  Thomas  GrifEtli  Wainwright, 
the  literary  coxcomb,  who.  under  the  $tom  de  plume  of  Janus 
Weathercock,  wrote  such  slashing  reviews  and  spicj'  criticisms 
in  tlic  English  magazines,  on  art  and  artists,  the  drama,  the 
opera,  and  the  ballet.  Of  fine  person  and  fascinating  manners. 
great  fluency  and  ready  wit.  he  was  not  only  an  acknowledged 
leader  of  fashion,  but  such  a  favorite  in  aristocratic  circles, 
that  even  the  gentle  and  amiable  Charles  Lamb  could  not 
help  writing  uf  him.  "  kind,  light-hearted  Janus  Weathercock." 
Nor  did  he  ever  sparkle  with  such  unwonted  gayety,  or  so  out- 
shine his  accustomed  elegance,  as  while  the  poison  he  was 
secretly  administering  was  speeding  on  its  deadly  errand.  It 
it  nearly  a  half  a  centur>-  since  Helen  Abercronibie's  young  life 
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was  sacrificed  by  tliis  brother-in-law,  in  hope  o(  gaining  £i8.ooo, 
but  many  anotlier  half-ccntiiry  will  roll  around  before  the  cir- 
cumstance will  be  forgotten  in  England.  Wlioever  follows  his 
career  can  easily  understand  why  Mr.  Francis  observes  of  him, 
"  It  was  death  to  stand  in  his  path;  it  was  death  to  be  his 
friend:  it  was  death  to  occupy  the  very  house  with  hitn.  Well 
might  his  associates  join  in  that  portion  of  the  litany  which 
prays  to  he  delivered  from  battle  and  murder  and  sudden  death, 
for  sudden  death  was  ever  by  his  side." 

Yet,  in  point  of  resolute  daring  and  in  frequency  of  repeti- 
tion, Wainewright's  methods  of  assassination  were  tame  com- 
pared with  those  of  William  Palmer,  the  sporting  surgeon,  a 
history  of  whose  crimes  is  here  presented  to  the  reader. 

WILLIAM  PALMER,  OF  RUGELY. 

In  the  valley  of  the  Trent,  on  the  line  of  the  Northwestern 
Railway  of  England,  lies  the  quiet,  pretty  town  of  Rugely.  It 
is  about  midway  between  the  great  sporting  grounds  of  Derby 
and  of  Chester,  and  is  well  known  for  its  jockeys  and  its  horse- 
fairs. 

Among  the  fields  and  the  trees  which  make  the  town — like 
almost  every  English  country  town — enchantingly  beautiful,  is 
an  old  square  house  of  brick,  standing  on  the  shores  of  the 
river,  with  gardens  sloping  to  the  margin.  With  the  genera- 
tions to  come  it  will  very  likely  be  called  a  haunted  house,  and 
the  yews  which  darken  the  door-step  will  nourish  murderous 
memories  in  their  shadow. 

A  wood  merchant  lived  years  ago  in  this  square  brick  house, 
who  made  the  building'  what  it  is  only  after  acquiring,  very 
suddenly  and  very  mysteriously,  a  large  fortune.  His  business 
was  not  extensive;  he  was  known  to  be  a  betting  man;  yet  he 
lived  extravagantly,  reared  a  family  of  five  sons  and  two  daugh- 
ters, and  one  day  suddenly  and  mysteriously  died. 

Of  the  five  sons,  one  became  a  clergyman,  one  a  grain  mer- 
chant, another  an  advocate,  a  fourth  a  lumber  merchant,  and 
the  fifth,  whose  name  %vas  William  Palmer,  studied  chemistry 
in  Liverpool,  and  became  a  surgeon. 

At  the  time  (1856)  public  attention  was  attracted  to  the 
crimes  which  have  made  hi«  name  famous.  Palmer  was  only 


thirty-five  years  of  afje;  he  was  a  man  of  fine  presence  and  win- 
ning manners:  he  had  played,  in  liis  youth,  the  country  rou4, 
and  had  marriwl,  some  years  before,  the  natural  daughter  of 
Colonel  Hrooks.  of  the  Rast  India  service. 

Colonel  Brooks  was  a  man  of  fortune.  He  was  tnysteriously 
assassinated  not  long  after  the  marriage  of  his  daughter.  By 
his  will,  he  had  bestowed  upon  the  mother  of  his  child  a  life- 
lease  of  his  estate.  Tlic  daughter  (Mrs.  William  Palmer)  was 
remarkable  for  her  beauty  as  well  as  for  her  kin<lness  of  heart, 
and  the  poor  people  of  Rugely  have  always  a  good  word  for 
the  memory  of  Mrs.  Palmer. 

William  Palmer  seemed  to  give  himself  up  to  two  fancies  of 
a  very  opposite  nature,  to  wit:  horse-racing  and  chemical  ex- 
pcrimcnls  in  his  private  laboratory. 

The  first  involved  a  full  purse;  his  private  resources  became 
speedily  exhausted;  he  appealed  to  his  mother-in-law,  who, 
anxious  in  regard  to  her  daughter's  happiness,  and  suspicious 
of  the  dissolute  habits  of  her  son-in-law,  left  her  own  home,  and 
came  to  establish  herself  with  her  daughter  at  Rugely.  Four 
days  after  her  entrance  in  Palmer's  house  she  died  suddenly. 
Tlie  property  of  which  slie  was  in  possession  passed  into  tlie 
hands  of  Mrs.  Palmer,  and  under  the  control  of  the  husband. 

New  stables  were  built  at  Rugely,  new  horses  purchased, 
new  bets  entered,  new  acquaintances  made,  and  new  debts  con- 
tracted. The  Jewish  money-lenders  of  t-ondon  were  appealed 
to,  and  money  loaned  at  enormous  rates. 

Meantime  four  of  his  children  died  suddenly,  at  intervals  of 
one  or  two  years.  Only  one  remained  as  heir  to  the  fortune  of 
the  mother,  which  at  her  death  was  to  pass  to  the  child. 

Mr.  William  Palmer,  as  a  measure  of  precaution,  secured  an 
insurance  upon  the  life  of  Mrs.  Palmer  for  $75,000.  The  phy- 
sicians testified  to  her  perfect  good  health,  and  the  premium 
paid  wa£  not  exorbitantly  high,  but  was  more  than  he,  at  that 
time,  was  able  to  pay,  as  he  was  so  pressed  tor  money  that  he 
drew  a  hill,  which  was  actually  discounted  on  the  security  of 
the  policies,  so  that  he,  with  criminal  ingenuity,  contrived  to 
make  the  policies  pay  for  themselves. 

A  troublesome  claim  of  i^oo  (a  debt  of  honor)  was  held 
against  Palmer  by  one  of  his  sporting  friends  named  Bladen. 
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Tliis  gentleman  vi^tcd  Rugcly  to  collect  the  sum,  was  a  guest 
of  Palmer,  fell  sick  at  his  house,  was  visited  by  an  old  physi- 
cian (the  family  adviser  of  Palmer),  was  drugged,  and  died. 
The  debt  was  canceled,  and  the  old  physician  reported  the 
case  as  one  of  cerebral  fever. 

In  a  little  time,  perhaps  after  a  year,  Mrs.  Palmer  took  a 
slijrht  cold  on  a  pleasure  excursion  to  Liverpool;  the  old 
family  physician  and  a  deaf  nurse  attended  her;  the  husband 
insisted  upon  active  treatment;  the  poor  lady  lingered  for  a 
month,  and  died. 

The  pleasant  old  physician  made  out  his  certificate  of  the 
cause  and  time  of  her  decease;  it  was  signed  by  the  nurse,  and 
accepted  by  the  authorities  of  Rugcly,  who  all  admired  and 
flattered  that  "game"  fellow,  William  Palmer,  Esquire! 

The  London  life-assurance  companies  paid  their  losses,  and 
the  surgeon  Palmer  was  again  afoot  for  new  enterprises  on 
"the  Derby."  But  he  found  occasion  shortly  to  negotiate, 
through  his  Jew  friends  of  London,  for  insurance  upon  the  life 
of  a  brother,  Walter  Palmer,  who  had  been  addicted  to  drink- 
ing, who  had  been  threatened  with  delirium  tremens,  but  who, 
subject  to  the  special  guardianship  of  his  brother  William  and 
of  the  "  old  physician  of  the  family,"  it  was  hoped  and  affirmed 
by  competent  examiners  would  live  for  many  years  to  come. 

The  insurance  was  effected  for  the  sum  of  £13,000.  The 
surgeon  Palmer  employed  a  man  to  attend  upon  his  brotlier, 
and  to  supply  regularly  all  his  wants.  Even  his  own  inclination 
for  the  bottle  was  not  forgotten  by  the  new  guardian;  Waltw 
Palmer  resisted,  however,  llie  influences  of  gin,  until  a  visit 
from  the  brother — in  the  autumn  of  [855 — supplied  some 
stronger  stimulant,  and  the  wretched  drunkard  died. 

Application  was  made  to  the  London  office  for  the  payment 
of  the  amount  insured,  but  rchised.  The  application  was  nol 
renewed.  Tlicre  were  those  who  had  seen  Palmer  on  the  turf 
who  spoke  suspiciously  of  this  circumstance;  but  who  should 
venture  to  accuse  William  Palmer,  Esquire,  of  foul  dealing? 
Did  he  not  own  one  of  the  best  studs  in  the  country?  Had 
he  not  been  on  terms  of  familiarity  With  Lord  Bcntinck?  Was 
he  not  regular  and  prompt  in  his  contributions  to  the  parish 
church  of  Rugely?    Did  not  the  rector  dine  with  him  from 


time  10  time,  and  admire  his  RT^at  Horse*  SlO'chninc  and 
Chicken  ?  Was  he  not  become  altogether  an  English  country 
gentlcntan? 

At  the  Shre^vshnry  races,  in  Novemher,  1R55,  appeared  with 
Palmer  a  young  man  o(  about  twenty-eight,  named  John  Par- 
sons Coolc.  Roth  had  large  stakes  invcjlvcd,  but  willi  different 
results.  The  "  Polestar,"  Cook's  horse,  won,  by  which  C^ook 
rcccivc<l  £2,000.  "  Chicken,"  Palmer's  horse,  was  I>caten,  by 
which  Palmer  was  utterly  wrecked.  He  had  taken  immense 
bets,  with  the  hope  of  winning  enough  to  pay  the  suits  on 
the  £13,000  forged  notes  then  pressing  upon  him.  These  bets 
turned  against  him,  and  exposure  became  imminent 

But  this  was  not  the  only  difficulty.  Pahner  had  borrowed 
largely  of  Cook,  who,  besides  his  late  winnings,  was  possessed 
of  a  Fortune  of  about  iiijooo.  By  fair  or  foul  meAiis,  he  liad 
obtaine*!  what  purported  to  be  Cook's  signature  to  notes  to  a 
very  large  amount.  Cook's  sudden  death  could  not  be  other 
than  advantageous  to  him,  in  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
was  placed.  It  was  then,  according  to  the  prosecution,  that 
he  took  measures  to  bring  this  dealli  about.* 

On  the  5th  of  November,  Cook  took  lodgings  at  Rugely, 
the  town  where  Palmer  lived.  His  Jife  h.id  been  previously 
dissipated,  and  he  had  been  suflfering  much  from  ulcerations  in 
the  throat,  the  result  of  venereal  excesses.  On  the  14th  of 
November,  the  day  after  the  races.  Cook  and  Palmer  were 
drinking  together  at  the  inn  at  Shrewsbury,  where,  according  to 
Palmer's  statements  at  the  time.  Cook  was  more  or  less  affected 
by  liquor.  Palmer,  towards  the  end  of  the  evening,  was  seen 
mixing  some  colorless  liquid  in  the  passage  leading  to  his 
room,  and  shortly  afterwards  gave  some  brandy-and-water, 
mixed  by  himself,  to  Cook,  who  <lrank  it,  and  immediately  cried 
out  that  there  was  something  in  It — that  "  it  burned  his  throat 
dreadfuUy." 

Palmer  immediately  look  the  glass,  drank  what  remained, 
and  handed  it  to  a  third  person  to  try,  who  found,  however, 
nothing  left  Cook  was  soon  after  taken  very  sick,  vomiting 
largely.    He  recovered,  however,  enough  to  be  on  the  race- 
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course  the  next  day.  The  day  after  (Friday,  the  15th),  he 
arrived  at  Rugely  with  Palmer.  He  continued  unwell  throiifjh- 
out  that  aaid  the  next  day  (Saturday),  when  Palmer  gave  him 
some  coffee,  after  which  he  vomited.  On  Sunday.  Palmer 
caused  some  broth  to  be  made,  which  was  given  to  Cnok. 
This  broth  was  tasted  by  the  chambermaid  at  the  inn,  who  was 
by  it  made  vcrj-  ill.  On  Saturday.  Palmer  sent  for  Mr.  Bam- 
ford,  a  practitioner  at  Rug"cly,  to  irive  his  attendance  to  Cook, 
and  on  Monday  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Jones,  who  practised  at 
Lutterworth,  telling  him  that  Cook  was  sick  uith  a  bilious 
attack,  and  asking  his  medical  services  also.  Certain  pills  of 
an  antibilious  character  were  given  by  Mr.  Bamford  to  Palmer, 
to  be  administered  to  Cook. 

After  sending  for  Mr,  Jones.  Palmer  went  to  London  on  busi- 
ness, and  returned  on  the  evening  of  the  same  day  (Monday) 
to  Rugely.  On  his  retuni  he  went  to  a  dmggist.  with  whom 
he  had  not  been  in  the  habit  of  dealing,  and  bought  three  grains 
of  strychnine.  When  he  saw  Cook,  he  administered  to  him 
pilts  which  purported  to  have  been  those  prescribed  by  Bam- 
ford. Cook  liad,  during  the  day,  been  much  better,  and  had 
been  talking  with  his  jockey  ajid  trainer.  But  an  hour  after  he 
had  taken  the  pills,  the  inn  was  roused  by  the  violent  ringing 
of  his  bell,  and  by  the  screams — "Murderl  Christ  have  mercy 
on  my  souU  "  At  once  the  servants  gathered  in  his  room,  and 
he  was  found  in  extreme  agony  on  his  bed.  beating  around  him 
with  his  hands,  and  in  the  highest  muscular  tension.  His  cry 
•was  that  he  would  be  suffocated,  he  was  agonized  with  con- 
vulsions, and  when  a  composing  drink  ■was  given  to  him,  he 
grit  his  teeth,  and  snapped  at  the  glass  and  spoon.  His  first 
call,  when  the  scr\*ants  came  in,  was  to  send  for  Palmer.  Palmer 
came,  and  remained  with  him  until  six  o'clock  the  next  morn- 
ing. 

Between  eleven  and  twelve  on  that  day  (Tuesday),  Palmer 
went  to  another  druggist,  and  bought  six  grains  of  8tr>'chnine 
and  a  small  amnunt  of  opium.  At  three  o'clock  arrived  Mr. 
Jones,  the  physician  from  Lutterworth,  who  was  a  personal 
friend  of  Cook's,  whom  he  found  nuich  better.  That  even- 
ing, the  t^vo  physicians  had  a  consultation  with  Palmer,  Mr. 
Jones  declaring  that  the  symptoms  were  different  from  those 
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dcsmbed  to  him  by  Palmer.  Mr.  Batnfoni  prepared  sonw  ad- 
ditional |>ills,  which  were  given  by  him  to  Palmer,  who  at  night 
administered  pilU  from  the  same  box  to  Cook;  within  an 
hour  after  taking  tlie  pills.  Cook  was  attacked  in  tlic  same  way 
as  on  the  previous  evening.  He  was  in  violent  s|)asnis;  his 
breathing  was  almost  entirely  suspended;  his  muscular  system 
was  slning  to  the  highest  tension;  and  he  was  so  rigid  that, 
when  he  cried  to  be  lifted  up  in  bed,  this  was  found  to  be  im- 
possible. So  great  was  this  stiffness,  that,  when  lying  with  his 
lace  upward,  his  back  arched  inward,  and  only  his  head  and 
beels  touched  the  bed,  tlicy  bearing  his  whole  weight.  He 
cried  to  be  turned  over  on  his  side,  which  was  done,  when  in 
a  few  moments  he  died  quietly.  Palmer,  who  was  sent  for 
immediately  on  the  attack,  arrived  at  once,  and  remained  until 
the  death. 

Two  days  afterwards,  Mr.  Stephens.  Cook's  stepfather,  came 
to  Rugely  to  inquire  into  the  circumstances.  He  found  the 
body  still  unburied,  and  a  certificate  from  Mr.  Bamford  was 
given  him,  to  the  effect  that  the  death  was  by  apoplexy.  His 
suspicions  were  excited  by  his  inability  to  find  Cook's  betting- 
book;  by  a  claim  set  np  by  Palmer  against  Cook's  estate  for 
i4.000;  by  the  anxiety  which  Palmer  showed  to  make  it  ap- 
peiT  that  Cook  had  lately  squandered  away  all  his  available 
funds;  and  by  his  efforts  to  have  the  body  buried  at  the  earliest 
moment  Mr.  Stephens  went  at  once  to  London,  and  made 
arrangements  for  a  post-mortem  examination.  This  took  place 
at  Uugely,  in  the  presence  of  several  medical  men,  Palmer  be- 
ing in  attendance.  No  symptoms  of  disease  were  discovered, 
except  the  ulcers  on  the  tongue,  which  have  been  already 
mentioned,  and  some  white  granules  on  the  lower  part  of  the 
spine.  With  some  carelessness  the  stomach  and  intestines  were 
taken  out  and  placed  in  a  jar;  and  it  was  noticed,  first,  that 
while  the  operator  was  at  work  he  received  a  pnah,  com- 
municated .ipp-irently  through  Palmer,  which  produced  some 
disarrangement;  and  second,  that  the  jar  was  afterwards  re- 
moved by  Palmer  towards  the  door,  ostensibly  for  the  purpose 
of  greater  convenience,  and  was  then  found  with  two  cuts 
through  the  parchttient  which  had  been  placed  over  its  mouth, 
It  is  clear,  however,  tliat  its  contents  had  not  been  tampered 
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with,  though  it  was  in  evidence  that  Palmer  told  the  boy  who 
was  employed  to  drive  Mr.  Stepliens  and  tlie  jar  to  ilie  station, 
that  he  would  give  £10  to  see  the  jar  upset.  Such  was  the 
evidence  of  the  prosecution,  though  on  cross-examination  the 
witness  who  testified  to  the  last  point  seemed  to  leave  it  uncer- 
tain whether  it  was  Stephens  or  the  jar  that  Palmer  so  much 
desired  to  sec  thus  disposed  of. 

The  stomach  and  intestines  were  analyzed  by  Dr.  Taylor, 
an  eminent  loxicologist  of  London.  The  resuh  was  that  a  little 
antimony  was  discovered,  but  no  strychnine  or  prussic  acid. 
Dr,  Taylor  and  Mr.  G.  Owen  Rces  certified  accordingly,  adding 
that  it  was  "  now  impossible  to  say  whether  any  strychnine  had 
or  had  not  been  given  just  before  death."  When  Dr.  Taylor, 
however,  became  acquainted  with  the  symptoms,  he  changed 
his  opinion,  holding,  as  subsequently  advised,  that  the  death 
was  produced  by  strychnine- 

So  great  was  the  local  excitement,  that  Parliament,  at  Lord 
Campbell's  suggestion,  passed  a  bill  transferring  the  venue  to 
the  Metropolitan  Court  of  the  Old  Bailey,  in  London,  Tlic 
case  came  on  for  trial  on  May  14,  1856.  The  main  strain  of 
the  trial  was  on  the  question  whether  tlie  non-detection  of 
strychnine  in  the  remains  was  to  be  conclusive.  Testimony. 
though  not  of  the  highest  order,  was  adduced  by  the  prisoner 
to  prove  that  it  was.  On  the  other  hand,  tlie  Crown  produced 
very  high  authorities  to  show  that  strychnine  acts  by  absorption 
into  the  blood,  and  thence  it  pass«s  into  the  nervous  system; 
that  it  exhibits  itself  peculiarly  ami  distinctively  by  a  violent 
spasmodic  convulsion  and  rigidity  of  the  muscles,  particularly 
those  of  the  chest ;  that  death  is  finally  produced  by  suffocation ; 
and  that,  as  only  the  excess  of  poison  beyond  what  is  necessary 
to  produce  death  remains  in  the  stomach,  no  trace  is  (o  be  found 
when  only  the  minimum  dose  is  given.  Tliat  Palmer  was  ac- 
quainted with  the  way  in  which  the  poison  acts,  was  evident 
from  the  fact  of  a  note-book  of  his  being  found,  in  which  the 
page  was  turned  down  at  a  point  containing  a  description  of 
death  by  strychnine. 

From  Lord  Campbell's  charge  to  the  jury  we  extract  the 
following  important  passages: 
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You  have  evidence  of  strychnia  having  been  procuretl  by  the  pris- 
oner un  the  Monday  night  before  the  tymptoms  o(  str}-cbnia  were 
exhibited  by  Cook,  and.  by  the  evidence  of  Roberts,  undcnicd  and  un- 
questioned, lliiit  on  Tuesday  six  gfains  of  strychnia  were  supplied  to 
him.  SuppoiinK  yon  should  conic  to  the  conclusion  that  the  ^mp- 
tonu  of  Cook  were  inconsistent  with  death  by  strychnia:  if  you  think 
that  his  tymptoms  are  accounted  lor  by  merely  natural  disease,  of 
course  the  strychnia  obtained  by  llie  prisoner  on  tlic  Mondxy  evening 
and  the  Tuesday  mominft  would  have  no  efTect;  hut  if  you  should 
(hink  that  itic  symptoms  which  Cook  exhibited  on  the  Monday  and 
Tuesday  nights  are  consistent  with  strychnia,  then  a  case  is  nude 
out  on  the  part  of  the  Crown.  After  the  moit  anxious  consideration, 
I  can  suggest  no  possible  solution  o(  the  purchase  of  this  strycluiia. 
The  learned  counsel  for  ihe  prisoner  told  us  in  his  speech  that  there 
vnt  nothing  for  which  he  would  not  account.  The  teamed  counsel 
did  not  favor  us  with  the  theory  which  he  had  (ormed  in  his  ovra 
mind  with  respect  to  that  strychnia.  There  is  no  evidence,  there  is 
no  suggestion  how  it  was  applied,  what  t>ecamc  o(  it.  That  must  not 
influence  your  verdict,  unless  you  come  to  Ihe  conclusion  that  the 
symptoms  of  Cook  were  consistent  with  death  by  strychnia.  If  you 
come  to  that  conclusion.  1  should  shrink  from  my  duty,  t  should  be 
unworthy  to  sit  here,  if  I  did  not  call  your  attention  to  the  inference 
that,  if  Cook  did  die  from  Mrychnia,  that  strychnia  was  administered 
by  the  prisoner  at  the  bar.  .  .  . 

It  appeared  that,  in  the  middle  of  November,  P&Imer  was  involved 
in  pecuniary  difRcultici  of  the  most  formidable  nature;  that  Cook,  the 
deceased,  by  winning  a  race,  became  master  of  at  least  ^i.ooo:  and 
there  is  evidence,  from  which  the  inference  may  be  drawn,  that  the 
prisoner  formed  the  desiKn  of  appropriating  that  money  to  his  own 
use;  that  he  did  appropHgitc  the  money  to  the  payment  of  dcbta 
for  which  he  alone  was  liable,  and.  if  Cook  had  survived,  the  fraud 
must  have  been  expoted.  Upon  the  important  question  of  whether 
Cook  died  from  natural  disease  or  from  poison,  we  have  the  evidence 
of  Sir  B.  Brodic,  and  of  other  most  honorable  and  skillful  men.  who 
B»y  that,  in  their  opinion,  he  did  not  die  from  natural  disease,  as  tliey 
know  of  no  natural  disease  which  will  account  for  the  symptoms 
attending  his  death,  and  many  say  that  they  believe  the  symptoms 
exhibited  by  him  were  the  symptoms  of  strychnine.  All  we  know 
respecting  strychnine  not  being  in  the  body  is  that  in  that  part  of  the 
body  which  was  analyzed  by  Dr.  Taylor  and  Dr.  Rees  they  found 
none. 


His  Lordship  then  drew  attention  to  Ihe  evidence  that  the 
deceased  had  been  tampered  with  by  having  sometliing  put 
into  his  brandy -and-water,  broth,  etc.,  tht!  absence  of  aiiy  sat- 
isfactory explanation  of  his  Iiaving  bought  strychnine,  and  llie 
behavior  of  tlie  prisoner  after  Cook's  death.    He  said: 
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The  answrr  cunsUls  o(  two  paits:  first,  the  medical  evidence,  and 
secandly,  the  evidence  as  to  lacts.  With  regard  tu  the  medical  wit- 
Oc»«  on  the  part  ol  the  prisoner,  I  musl  observe  thai,  although 
there  were  a.niongsl  them  gentlemen  of  high  honor,  consummate 
integrity,  and  profound  scicnlific  knowledge,  who  c.imc  here  with  a. 
sitieerc  wish  to  speak  the  truth,  there  wert  aho  gcntlcincn  whose 
object  was  to  procure  an  acquittal  for  the  prisoner. 

His  Lordship  next  read  Mr.  Herapath's  evidence,  and,  at  the 
close  of  it,  remarked: 

Mr.  Hcrapath  is  a  very  distinguished  chemist,  and  no  doubt  sayi 
what  he  sincerely  thinks.  He  is  of  opinion  that  where  there  has 
been  death  by  strychnia,  strychnia  ought  to  be  discovered.  But  he 
seems  to  hare  intimated  an  opinion  that  the  deceased  in  this  very 
case  died  by  mrychniit.  and  Dr.  Taylor  did  not  uiie  proper  means  to 
discover  it.  II  you  arc  of  the  opinion  thai  (he  symptoms  were  con- 
sistent with  Heath  frnm  Mrychnia,  yoii  shnvihl  consider  the  evidence 
given  in  the  case,  to  sec  whether  strychnia  had  been  administered  by 
the  prisoner  at  the  bar.  These  arc  the  questions  I  again  put  to  you. 
If  you  come  to  ihc  conclusion  that  these  sympumis  were  rouKlxtcnt 
with  dejith  from  strychnia,  do  you  believe  that  death  actually  resulted 
from  the  administration  of  Mrychnia,  unil  thnl  strychnia  was  admin- 
istered by  the  prisoner  at  the  bar?  Do  not  find  a  verdict  of  "  guilty  " 
unless  you  believe  that  the  strychnia  was  administered  by  the  prie- 
oner  at  the  bar:  but  if  you  believe  that,  it  is  your  duty  to  God  and 
man  to  find  Ihc  prisoner  guilty. 

At  the  conclusion  of  this  address  from  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
the  jury  retired  from  the  court  They  re-entered  their  box  aftei 
an  absence  of  one  hour  and  seventeen  minutes,  having  found 
a  verdict  of  guilty. 

The  prisoner  was  subsequently  executed,  and,  though  the 
question  was  greatly  agitated,  both  medical  and  legal  opinion 
have  sett1e<l  down  into  the  belief  that  the  conviction  was  right. 

The  body  of  Mrs.  Ann  Palmer,  the  wife  of  the  prisoner,  had 
been  lying  fifteen  months  in  the  grave^  under  a  professional 
btiriaJ  certificate  of  death  from  btUmis  cholera,  when  the  sudden 
death  of  Cook,  and  the  detection  of  antimony  in  his  body,  led 
to  the  exhumation  of  the  body  of  this  lady.  "  It  was  found," 
says  Dr.  Taylor,  who  conducted  the  autopsy  and  examination, 
*'  that  she  died  from  the  effects  of  antimony,  whirh  was  detected 
in  all  parts  of  the  body.  When  the  history  of  the  illness  which 
preceded  death  was  gone  into,  it  vi^as  found  that  the  symptoms 
were  consistent  with  the  effects  of  tartarized  antiniony,  but  not 
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with  those  {jf  bilious  cholera,  or  of  any  other  disra5>c.  Anti- 
mony ha<l  not  been  prescribed  for  the  deceased  during  her 
illness,  and  it  was  therefore  elcar  that  it  must  have  been 
administered  to  her  by  some  one  up  to  within  a  short  period 
of  her  death."  *  Within  a  little  more  than  six  months  after 
effecting  the  insurances  on  her  life,  the  wife  died  from  poison 
under  his  immediate  superintendence.  On  her  death,  the  large 
sums  insured  were  claimed  hy  i'alnicr.  and  were  paid  lo  him 
by  the  companies.  Althcmgh  there  was  at  tlie  time  snmc  sus- 
picion, there  was  no  inquest  or  inspection,  and  the  body  was 
hastily  buried.  It  seems  that  the  general  respectability  of 
Palmer,  his  social  and  professional  position,  together  with  tlic 
two  medical  certificates  of  the  cause  of  the  wife's  death,  checked 
any  intention  which  miglit  have  existed  on  the  jrart  of  tlie  com- 
panies to  resist  the  payment  of  the  policies. 

It  was  ascertained  tliat  the  deatli  of  Walter  Palmer,  the 
brother  of  William,  was  probably  caused  by  prussic  arid. 
Walter  had  died  suddenly,  in  the  presence  of  his  brother  Wil- 
liam and  another  man  of  doubtful  character;  and  it  was  proved 
that  William  had,  an  hour  or  two  before  Walter's  death,  pur- 
chased at  a  druggist's  a  bottle  of  prussic  acid.  At  the  inquest 
held  on  the  body  of  Walter,  it  was  shown  that  Palmer  had 
directed  the  man  with  whom  he  had  placed  the  brother,  after 
the  insurance  on  his  life,  to  give  him  as  much  brandy  as  he 
would  taJic,  and  to  keep  a  quantity  of  this  spirit  by  his  bedside. 
The  brother  was  a  drunkard,  but  thin  mode  of  destroying  life 
was  too  slow  for  Palmer's  purpose.  When  the  necessity  for 
money  increased,  he  reverted  to  the  potent  poison  above  men- 
tioned, and  suggested  that  death  had  been  caused  by  apoplexy, 

Palmer  subsequently  tried,  but  ineffectually,  to  insiire,  to  the 
extent  of  £25,000,  the  life  of  his  groom,  George  Rates,  de- 
scribed by  him  in  his  application  for  the  insurance  as  1 "  gentle- 
man of  independent  means;"  and  he  advised  a  man  named 
Cheshire,  the  posUnaster  of  Rugely,  also  to  effect  life  insur- 
ances to  the  extent  of  £5.000,  and  assign  the  policies  to  him. 
But  for  the  revelation  of  facts  connected  with  the  death  of 
Cook,  tliese  two  persons,  on  whose  heads  a  heai-y  life  insur- 
ance value  had  thus  been  set,  would  have  been  the  next  victims. 


♦Taylor's  "Medical  Jurisprudence." 
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THE  GOSS-UDDERZOOK  TRAGEDY. 


A  brief  announcement  appeared  in  the  local  columns  of  a 
Baltimore  newspaper,  published  on  the  morning  of  February 
3,  1872,  stating  that  W.  S.  Goss,  residing  at  No.  314  North 
Eutaw  Street,  had  been  bumcd  to  death  the  previous  evening, 
in  a  house  on  the  York  Road,  about  four  miles  out.  The  fire 
was  supposed  to  have  been  caused  by  an  explosion  of  some 
chemicals  with  which  he  was  experimenting.  The  building  in 
which  the  accident  occurred  was  entirely  consumed.  Tlie 
charred  remains  were  taken  out  of  the  burning  building  by  Mr. 
Uddcrzook,  a  brollicr-Jn-law,  aided  by  some  neighbors. 

Four  days  later  the  attention  of  several  life-insurance  com- 
panies was  called  to  the  incident  thus  briefly  related,  through 
notifications  served  upon  them  in  the  following  form: 

Baltimore.  Febniair  7th,  1872. 
This  it  to  notify  of  the  desth  of  W.  S.  Goss,  which  occurred  in 
the  following  manner.  He  was  in  the  tidbit  of  Roing  to  a  place  in 
the  country,  where  he  was  engaged  in  making  samples  of  a  substitute 
fur  indis-rubbcr.  On  Uic  evening  of  his  death  tic  went  out  as  usual, 
in  compiinjr  willi  his  brother-in-law,  Mr.  Willinm  Uddcrzuok;  and 
when  night  cam«  on  he  lit  hia  lamp,  one  which  he  has  used  for  some 
time.  The  limp  bumcd  for  awhile,  then  suddenly  went  out.  He  lit 
it  several  times  again,  but  it  refused  to  burn.  Mr  U.  told  him  he 
would  go  to  a  neighbor's  hou$c  and  get  another  lamp,  and  white  he 
was  gone,  the  lamp  exploded  and  set  fire  to  the  hi.iusc,  and  W.  S.  G. 
was  burned  lo  death.  The  coroner  held  an  inquest  snd  rendered  the 
(olIowiiiK  verdict:  That  W.  S.  Goss  came  to  hii  death  by  the  cxpio- 
sion  of  an  oil-lamp. 

A.  C.  Goss,  brother  of  W.  S.  Goss. 

The  insurance  companies  directly  interested  in  this  matter 
were  the  underwriters  of  Uie  following  policies,  all  of  which 
were  upon  the  lite  of  Winfield  Scott  Goss,  for  the  benefit  of  his 
wife,  Eliza  Waters  Goss:  First,  an  ordinary  life  policy  for 
$5,000.  written  by  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  of 
New  York,  dated  May  Zist,  186S.  Second,  a  similar  policy 
for  $5,000,  in  the  Continental  Life  Insumnce  Company  of 
New  York,  dated  May  afilh,  1871.  Third,  an  accident  policy 
in  the  sum  of  $10,000.  in  the  Tnivelers  Insurance  Cnmpany 
of  Hartford,  dated  October  iSth,  1S71.     Fourth,  a  life  policy 
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for  the  sum  of  $5,000,  in  the  Knickerbocker  Life  Insurance 
Company  of  New  York,  dated  Januar)-  26th,  1872.  The 
insurance  companies  regarJed  the  drcumBtances  of  tlic  case 
with  suspicion,  and  they  at  once  made  inquiry  into  tlic  facts. 

At  Uic  commencement  o!  the  investigation,  there  was  no  in- 
cident or  fact  which  of  itself  was  conclusive  of  fraud;  but  there 
were  minor  tokens  which,  grouped  together  or  viewed  in  their 
relations  to  one  another,  led  to  conviction  that  the  mystery 
surrounding  the  fire  needed  explanation.  It  seemed  highly 
improbable  that  a  strung,  athletic  man.  such  as  Gnss  was 
known  to  be,  should  be  overpowered  in  the  manner  described, 
and  unable  to  make  his  escape  from  the  burning  building.  The 
plausible  stories  of  Uddcrzook,  and  of  the  brother,  A.  C.  Goss, 
tended  to  convey  the  imi>ression  that  Ihey  tnttt*  loo  ntueli.  At 
an  inquest  held  by  the  coroner  upon  the  next  day  following  the 
fire,  and  again  at  an  interview'  with  the  insurance  agents  soon 
afterwards,  Udderzook  testified  that  he  was  a  brother-in-law  of 
Goss,  they  having  married  sisters;  tliat  he  resided  at  No. 
167  Conway  Street,  Baltimore,  where  he  had  lived  during  the 
last  six  years:  that  on  Friday  afternoon,  tlie  2d  day  of  Febru- 
ary, 1872,  he  met  Goss,  by  appointment,  between  Biddlc  and 
Howard  Streets,  in  the  city  of  Balliniorc,  when  they  at  once 
proceeded  out  on  the  York  road  to  a  cottage  on  the  premises 
of  a  Mr.  Lowndes,  where  Goss  had  been  experimenting  in  the 
manufacture  of  some  substance  to  be  used  as  a  substitute  for 
india-rubber.  They  walked  part  of  the  way.  aiid  then  rode  in 
a  Wavcrly  horse-railway  car  lo  the  terminus  of  the  line.  This 
brought  them  to  within  three-quarters  of  a  mile  from  the  cot- 
tage. On  leaving  the  car  they  went  into  a  store,  where  they 
procured  a  gallon  of  kerosene  oil.  carrying  the  oil  in  a  wicker- 
covered  demijohn,  which  they  had  left  at  the  store  some  three 
days  previously.  Goss  also  purchased  a  bottle  of  whiskey. 
They  then  walked  to  the  residence  of  one  Kngcl,  where  tliey 
borrowed  an  axe,  and  thence  they  both  proceeded  directly 
to  the  cottage,  where  they  built  a  fire  in  a  stove  which  was  in 
one  of  its  rooms.  Tliis  was  about  half-past  lliree  o'clock  in 
the  afternoon.  From  that  time  until  dark.  Goss  visited  tlie 
cellar  nf  the  cottage  some  three  or  four  times.  About  dusk 
Goss  6llcd  a  coal-oil  lamp,  iu  Udderzook's  pre^cucc,  using  Lbe 
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oil  from  ilie  demijohn  brought  there  thai  afternoon.  The  lamp 
would  hold  about  a  quart  of  oil,  and  was  filled  full,  At  about 
six  o'clock  he,  Udderzook,  went  to  EngcS's  house  and  re- 
turned the  axe  which  he  had  borrowed,  and  remained  there  at 
supper  with  the  Engel  family.  After  supper  he  and  Gottlieb 
Engel  went  to  the  cottage,  where  Goss,  Engel  and  himself 
all  drank  whiskey  from  the  bottle  which  Goss  had  obtained 
that  aftcmoan.  About  an  hour  afterwards  the  light  of  the 
lamp  went  out.  One  of  them  then  lighte<l  a  piece  of  candle 
and  attempted  to  relight  the  tamp  with  the  candle  blaze,  but 
was  unsuccessful.  F^ngel  proposed  to  cut  of!  a  portion  of  the 
wick,  and  Udderzook  offered  to  get  a  new  wick  from  the  store. 
Goss  suggested  that  a  lamp  be  obtained  from  Engcl's  hou&e, 
whereupon  Udderzook  and  Engel  left  the  cottage  for  that 
purpose.  Arriving  at  Engcl's  house,  they  remained  there  from 
fifteen  to  twenty  minutes,  when  Udderzook.  starting  to  return, 
discovered  that  the  cottage  was  on  fire.  Together  with  Gott- 
lieb Engel  and  Louis  Engel,  he  ran  to  the  scene  of  the  fire 
as  fast  as  possible,  and  on  arrival  found  the  flames  bursting 
from  the  windows  and  the  roof.  He  made  no  attempt  to 
enter  the  house,  nor  to  his  knowledge  did  any  one  else  at- 
tempt an  entrance,  on  account  of  the  fierceness  of  the  flames. 
After  he  had  been  at  the  fire  about  half  an  hour,  he  sent  Louis 
Engel  to  Goss's  residence.  No.  314  Eutaw  Street,  to  inform 
the  family  of  tlie  fire  and  of  his  fears  tliat  Goss  was  burned  to 
death.  About  an  hour  after  his  arrival  at  the  fire,  he  expressed 
his  fears  to  Mr.  Lowndes  that  Goss  was  in  the  burning  building. 
The  roof  and  a  portion  of  the  sides  of  the  building  had  then 
fallen  in.  An  effort  was  at  once  made  by  the  spectators  pres- 
ent, to  ascertain  if  Goss  had  been  burned  with  the  building, 
which  led  to  the  discovery  of  a  human  body  so  burned  as  to  he 
past  recognition  or  identification.  He.  Udderzook,  had  visited 
every  room  in  the  cottage  during  the  allcmoon  of  that  day,  and 
he  knew  there  was  no  one  in  the  house  during  that  time  except 
himself  and  Goss.  and  no  one  entere<l  the  house  afterwards,  ex- 
cept Gottlieb  Engel,  up  to  the  lime  when  he  and  Etigel  went 
for  a  lamp.  He  also  knew  that  there  was  no  dead  body  in  the 
house,  and  that  no  dead  body  had  been  brought  to  the  house 
that  day  or  evening,  or  at  any  other  time.     He  had  no  know!- 
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e<lge  which  led  him  to  believe  the  body  iound  in  the  ruins  was 
the  body  of  any  other  person  than  Winfield  S.  Gon. 

In  giving  liis  storj-  of  the  occurrence.  Udderzook  manifested 
a  willingness  to  nitntion  every  detail  known  to  hiin,  and  was 
ready  to  account  for  and  explain  apparent  inconsistencies.  At 
no  time  did  he  betray  an  uneasiness  under  his  close  cross- 
questioning  by  the  iit^unuicv  men,  before  whom  he  voluntarily 
presented  himself  for  the  purpose.  The  main  features  of  his 
acc<iunt  of  tiic  (ire  were  corroborated  by  other  and  disinterested 
parties.  The  Engel  family  were  visited  and  interrogated.  Tliey 
lived  about  three  hundred  yards  distant  from  the  cottage,  and 
had  known  Goss  and  Udderzook  during  the  preceding  six 
months.  Tlicy  were  evidently  an  honest,  industrious  German 
family,  who  would  not  knowingly  be  a  party  to  any  deception. 
It  is  certain  ih,^  they  were  credulous,  and  did  not  doubt  what 
seemed  to  them  the  evidence  of  their  senses,  that  Goss  was 
burned  up  at  the  cottage  fire. 

Gottlieb  Engcl  was  a  simple-minded,  hard-working  young 
man  of  twenly-ihree  years.  He  saw  Goss  and  Udderzook  on 
the  afternoon  of  February  2d,  and  loaned  Udderzook  the  axe. 
He  said  that  Goss  asked  him  to  come  to  the  cottage  in  the 
evening,  after  supper,  as  Udderzmik  was  going  hack  to  the  city 
after  a  while,  and  Goss  would  like  to  have  htm  there  for  com- 
pany. Wliile  eating  his  supper  Udderzook  came  in  and  re- 
turned the  borrowed  axe.  Mrs.  Engel.  Gottlieb's  mother,  In- 
qnired  where  Goss  was,  and  Udderzook  replied  that  he  was  at 
the  cottage.  Udderzook  further  said  to  them  that  Goss  wanted 
him  to  stay  with  the  Engcl  faniily  about  an  hour  and  a  lutlf,  so 
Mrs.  Engcl  invited  him  to  a  seat  at  their  supper-tahle.  After 
supper  Udderzook  and  Gottlieb  went  to  the  cottage.  On  arriv- 
ing there  they  were  adniitted  by  Goss,  who  unlocked  the  door 
from  the  inside.  Tliey  went  into  the  southeast  room  of  the  cot- 
tage, where  there  was  a  fire  in  the  stove,  Gottlieb  remembered 
seeing  a  coa.l-oil  lamp  burning  in  an  adjoining  room,  where 
there  was  also  a  work-bench.  Goes  brought  the  lamp  and  put 
it  on  the  floor  of  the  room  where  they  were.  Gottlieb  went  into 
the  room  where  the  work-bench  was,  but  into  no  other,  except 
the  room  he  first  entered.  While  Gottlieb  was  there,  Goss 
went  several  times  into  a  tliird  room,  alone,  closing  the  door 
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after  him  each  time.  Every  time  he  went  to  that  room  he  took 
the  lamp  with  him.  Tlic  la-st  time  he  came  out  he  remarked, 
"  I  wish  1  had  my  (ortunc."  Goss  went  to  the  cellar  once 
while  Gottlieb  was  at  tlic  cottage.  The  entrance  to  the  cellar 
was  on  the  outside  of  the  house.  At  one  time,  while  Goss 
was  entering  the  room  where  Gottlieb  and  Udderiook  were, 
the  light  ot  the  lamp  which  he  was  carrjing  went  out.  Goss 
then  called  to  Udderzook  to  bring  a  light,  and  Udderzook 
took  him  a  lighted  paper,  but  he  did  not  light  the  lamp  with 
it  Udderzook  theii  lighUd  a  piece  of  candle,  and  with  it  at- 
tempted to  light  the  lamp,  but  the  tallow  ran  upon  the  lamp- 
wick,  which  prevented  its  lighting.  Gottlieli  offered  to  remedy 
the  trouble  by  changing  the  ends  oE  the  wick,  but  Goss  oli- 
jecled,  Udderzook  proposed  to  get  a  new  wick  from  the  store, 
but  Goss  said  a  lamp  had  hctter  be  obtained  from  Engel's  house, 
when  Gottlieb  offered  to  go  and  get  one.  He  at  the  same 
time  invited  Goss  to  go  with  him  and  get  his  sitpper.  Goss  re- 
fused to  go,  but  insisted  on  Udderzook  going  with  him.  Gott- 
hcb  and  Udderzook  then  went  back  to  the  Engel  house. 
After  they  had  been  in  the  house  about  ten  minutes  Mrs. 
Engel  said  to  Udderzook,  '"  You  liad  bt-tter  go  now,"  she  think- 
ing Goss  was  left  alone  in  the  dark.  But  Udderzook  delayed 
going,  and  after  a  wliile  went  into  the  kitchen  for  a  drink  of 
water.  Gottlieb  was  close  behind  liini,  and  noticed  the  reflec- 
tion of  the  light  of  the  fire.  Tliey  stepped  out  upon  the  porch, 
when  Goitlich  said  it  was  the  cottage  on  fire.  Udderzook 
replied,  "  Scott  has  illuminated."  Gottlieb  .it  once  ran  as  fast 
as  he  could  to  the  fire,  and  outran  Udderzook,  who  caught  up 
with  him  after  he  had  slackened  his  pace.  \V\u\e  at  the  fire 
Udderzook  said  to  fiottlich,  "  1  think  Scolt  i.s  in  the  house," 
when  Gottlieb  replied  that  he  had  probably  run  out  of  the 
building.  At  the  time,  Gottlieb  did  not  believe  that  Goss  was 
in  the  building,  and  he  returned  home  before  the  body  was  re- 
covered. Udderzook  came  to  the  Engel  house  that  evening 
and  told  the  family  that  Goss  ^ad  been  burned  to  death,  and 
his  body  fotmd. 

Upon  interrogating  A.  Camphell  Goss.  the  brother  of  W.  S. 
Go.ss,  as  to  his  whereabotils  during  the  night  of  the  fire,  he 
manifested  extreme  caution,  and  was  gitardcd  in  hi*  replies. 
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He  preferred  to  submit  his  written  statement  covering  the  time 
in  question,  and  he  did  so  as  follows,  the  paper  being  sub- 
scribed and  sworn  to  under  date  of  Fcbruar>'  26tt),  1872: 

On  Friday,  at  about  noun,  near  one  o'clock  of  tlie  :k1  of  February, 
iSTS,  my  brother,  W.  S.  Goas,  and  1  were  with  each  other,  and  we 
puted  at  about  thjit  liinc  on  the  comer  oE  Fayeiic  and  St.  Paul 
sirecls.  H«  lold  mc  he  was  going  to  his  country  plac*,  where  h« 
«as  at  work  making  wunplei  and  specimens  of  his  sutntitutc  for 
india-rubber.  1  atked  him  to  let  mc  go  out  with  him,  but  he 
requettcd  mc  to  remain  in  the  city,  and  ([o  to  tec  Mr.  Clark,  »  por- 
trait painter  in  Mulberry  Street,  and  collect  some  money  Oarh  owed 
him  for  frames.  1  prorotKcd.  and  did  so.  This  ik  ihi.-  ln«t  time  I  taw 
Scott  Before  wc  parted  he  told  mc  to  remain  at  my  board  in  g-houai;, 
No.  41  N'orth  Calvert  Street,  the  next  murnintc.  and  he  would  call 
(or  me,  and  wc  were  going  to  sec  a  Washvillc  iricnd,  Jamci  Thomp- 
son, at  Locust  Point.  He  left  mc  (o  go  home  to  hi;t  dinner.  I  went 
to  mine  at  my  boarding- houne :  then,  in  ihc  afternoon,  went  to  sec 
Clark.  Was  at  supper  as  u.sual.  Alirr  tea.  was  in  my  room  alK>ut 
an  hour  writing  a  letter  home.  Finished  that;  »peiit  the  evening  with 
my  landlady's  family,  at  I  often  did.  Retired  to  my  ryoin;  went  to 
bed.  was  there  all  iiiKhl,  and  the  next  moaning  was  wailing  fur  my 
brother  as  promised,  and  white  waiting  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Way,  a  friend  of  Scott's,  telling  mc  3  great  misfortune  had  happened 
to  my  family.  I  immediately  went  to  his  house  in  Eutaw  Street,  and 
there  learned  of  ray  brother's  death.  I  went  immediately  to  where 
this  occurred,  and  found  it  was  too  true.  About  a  week  after  this  I 
went  out  with  a  friend  to  the  wreck,  and  we  looked  awhile  for  his 
watch,  keys,  etc.,  but  did  not  find  them,  A  day  or  two  afterwards 
I  went  and  made  a  thurougher  search,  and  found  his  watch,  chain, 
and  keys  in  the  debris,  A.  C.  Goss. 

This  statement  of  A.  C.  Coss  was  subjected  to  a  thorough 
test  as  to  its  truthfulness,  and  was  found  to  be  false  in  several 
material  points. 

The  lady  who  kept  the  boarding-house  at  No.  41  Calvert 
Street  had  a  distinct  recollection  of  (he  night  of  the  fire,  and 
of  the  fact  that  A.  C.  Gobs  was  not  at  supper  at  her  house 
that  evening.  After  tea  she  saw  him  in  her  parlor.  It  was 
then  past  nine  o'clock.  Tlie  next  morning  after  the  fire,  the 
burning  of  A.  C.  Goss's  brother  was  the  subject  of  conver- 
sation at  her  house,  and  the  tact  that  Mr.  Goss  was  "  not  home 
to  supper  "  was  noticed  and  spoken  of  at  the  time. 

Tlic  daughter  of  this  landla<ty  also  had  a  precise  recollection 
upon  that  point    She  was  at  home,  in  the  parlor,  when  Mr. 
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Goss  came  in  at  about  half-past  nine  o'clock  that  evening. 
He  had  made  an  engagtmenl  on  tliat  Friday  morning  to  spend 
the  evening  with  her.  Instead  of  keeping  it  he  left  a  note 
for  her,  saying  tliat  he  was  obliged  to  meet  his  brother,  and 
would  not  be  back  until  rattier  late,  and  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  break  the  engagement.  That  he  was  not  at  home 
to  supper  that  evening  was  a  fact  observed,  spoken  of  at  the 
time,  and  explained  by  the  young  lady  upon  the  information 
given  her  in  the  note  written  by  Campbell  Goss. 

The  proprietor  of  a  livery  stable  also  had  a  clear  remem* 
brance  of  the  night  of  the  fire.  He  was  applied  to  that  Friday, 
soon  aftLT  dinner,  by  a  man  who  wished  to  engage  a  horse  and 
buggy  to  use  that  evening.  The  man  said  he  would  call  for 
the  horse  about  seven  o'clock.  He  wanted  to  drive  a  short 
distance  out  into  the  countr>-.  The  livery  proprietor  did  not 
know  the  person  at  the  time,  but  a  few  days  afterwards,  he  saw 
and  identified  A.  C.  Goss  as  the  same  person.  \Vlien  A.  C. 
Goss  came  to  the  stable,  his  name  and  residence  were  asked, 
and  he  gave  his  name  as  A.  C.  Ardcn,  No.  314  North  Eutaw 
Street,  which  name  and  address  were  noted  down  at  tlie  time. 
It  attcr^vards  appeared  that  Arden  was  the  name  of  the  father- 
in-law  of  W.  S.  Goss,  and  the  street  and  number  given  was  his 
residence  at  that  time.  He  came  for  the  horse  about  dusk,  and 
did  not  return  until  a  little  past  nine  o'clock.  On  his  return  he 
gave  a  pair  of  buckskin  gloves  to  a  hostler  at  tlie  stable.  Of 
the  identity  of  A,  C  Goss  with  the  party  who  hired  the  horse 
and  biigg)'  thai  evening,  the  livery  proprietor  had  not  a  shadow 
of  doubt.  Wlicn  he  first  thus  identified  A.  C.  Goss,  he  spoke 
of  Ihc  gloves  which  his  hostler  had  said  were  given,  to  him,  and 
which,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  supposed  might  have  been  left  in 
ttie  buggy  by  accident  But  Goss  denied  all  knowledge  of  the 
matter. 

At  this  stage  of  the  investigation  it  became  quite  reasonable 
to  infer  that  A.  C.  Goss  drove  out  to  some  point  near  the  cot- 
tage, where  he  met  his  brother,  W.  S.  Goss,  by  appointment, 
and  drove  him  to  a  railway  passenger  station.  The  time  oc- 
cupied, considering  the  distances,  and  all  the  facts.,  fitted  exactly 
his  thus  going  fn>m  and  returning  to  his  board ing-house.  The 
finding  ol  certain  personal  effects  in  the  debris,  at  the  place 
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wlicre  the  body  lay,  was  regarded  with  suspicion,  when  it  was 
ascertaiticd  that  the  place  previously  had  been  searched,  care- 
fully and  thoroughly,  for  these  very  articles.  Early  upon  tlie 
morning  subsequctil  to  the  6re,  aiid  before  the  spot  had  been 
visited  by  any  other  iierson.  a  Mr.  J.  C.  Smith  searched  (or  the 
watch  and  ring  which  he  had  seen  Mr.  Goss  wear,  but  failed  to 
find  tliera.  'ITiis  Mr.  Smith  was  a  junk  dealer,  and  had  hatl 
much  experience  in  searching  for  lost  or  hidden  articles  of 
value.  He  knew  Goss  personaily,  and  he  purposely  went  to 
search  among  the  embers  for  the  recovery  of  tliese  or  any  other 
articles  which  Goss  might  have  had  upon  his  person.  It  began 
to  be  whispered  about  as  very  strange  that  no  trace  of  such 
articles  coiild  be  discovered,  when  Mr.  A.  C.  Goss.  more  than 
a  week  afterwards,  "  made  a  thoroughcr  search  "  and  found  tlw 
watch,  chain,  ajid  keys. 

There  were  other  noticeable  points  in  the  early  investigations 
of  this  case,  of  which  we  need  only  mention  two.  First,  it  was 
ascertaineil  that  G"<.s  had  dmwn  from  the  bank  a  ."iTiiall  balance 
due  him  on  his  deposit  therein,  and  thus  closed  his  account, 
tlic  day  brforc  tlic  fire.  Secondly,  it  was  noticed  that  letters 
testamentary  had  been  taken  by  Mrs.  Eliza  W.  Goss,  on  the 
6th  day  of  Mareh,  1872.  indicating  tJiat  W.  S.  Goss  had  executed 
a  last  will  and  testament  prior  to  his  cremation-  The  document 
was  found  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Register  of  Will-t  for  Balti- 
more City.  In  it  Goss  apologetically  Ra)*s,  "  Being  desirous  to 
settle  my  worldly  affairs,  and  thereby  be  the  better  prepared  to 
leave  this  world,  when  it  shall  please  God  to  call  me  hence," 
he  therefore  docs  make  and  publish  his  last  will.  He  directs 
his  body  to  be  decently  buried  at  the  discretion  of  his  executrix, 
and  devises  all  his  estate,  "real,  personal,  and  mixed."  to  his 
wife,  whom  he  constitutes  the  sole  executrix  of  his  will.  It 
could  not  be  learned  that  tlie  testator  left  any  estate  which 
might  be  denominated  real  or  personal,  nor  anj-thing  whatso- 
ever save  the  "  mixed  '*  mystery  of  his  "  taking  off." 

While  all  these  disclosures  tended  to  strengthen  the  suspi- 
cion of  fraud,  there  was  absolutely  nothing  in  the  way  of 
direct  demonstration.  In  the  mean  time  the  usual  proof  and 
claim  papers  tiad  been  submitted  to  the  insurance  companies 
concerned,  and  the  claims  were  rapidly  maturing.     Mrs.  Goss 
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at  once  placed  her  policies  in  ihe  hands  of  able  auomoys,  who 
wrote  each  company  as  follows:  "Our  instructions  art-  to  act 
promptly  in  the  presentation  of  the  claim,  and  on  the  institution 
of  a  suit,  if  the  matter  is  to  be  taken  into  the  courts,  Mrs, 
Goss  would  decline  any  offer  of  less  than  the  whole  amount  of 
the  policy."  The  companies  refused  to  pay  at  iiaturity,  and 
suits  were  promptly  instituted  under  each  policy. 

Tiinc  wore  on  with  the  development  of  nuthinfj  more  satis- 
faclory  for  the  defense  than  has  been  iiiciitiuiictE.  It  wa.s  there- 
fore desirable  to  Icani  what  light,  if  any.  could  be  thrown  upon 
Ihe  matter  by  an  exhumation  aiid  examination  of  the  charred 
remains  which  had  been  buried  as  those  of  Goss,  At  the  iti- 
quest  which  had  been  held  upon  the  body,  it  was  observed 
that  although  the  extremities  were  more  or  less  consumed,  the 
head  was  entire,  and  it  was  believed  the  bones  of  the  skull,  in- 
cluding tile  teeth,  were  uninjured.  Any  peculiarity  of  the  teeth, 
whcthtT  natural  or  arising  from  mechanical  dentistry,  might  at 
once  determine  the  quc.'ition  of  identity  of  these  remains.  An 
effort  was  made  to  obtain  a  description  of  any  such  peculiarity, 
if  it  existed,  for  the  piirj'ope  indicated.  In  pursuance  of  this  in- 
formation every  dentist  in  Baltimore  was  interrogated,  but  wth 
only  negative  results,  So  far  as  could  be  ascertained,  Goss  was 
known  to  have  had  unusually  good  teeth,  which  were  conspicu- 
ous in  his  ordinary  conversation,  and  were  fully  exposed  when 
he  laughed.  From  no  source  could  it  be  learned  that  he  had 
had  occasion  to  employ  a  dentist. 

Mrs.  Goss  had  testified  before  the  coroner  to  certain  facts 
touching  the  size  and  general  figure  of  her  husband's  person, 
which  facts  had  reference  to  identity  with  the  burned  body,  and 
therefore,  a  verbal  retjuest  was  made  of  her,  through  her  spirit- 
ual adviser,  the  Rev.  Dr.  Fuller,  of  Baltimore,  that  she  would 
make  a  more  elaborate  description,  especially  of  his  teeth,  and 
grant  permission  for  the  exhumation  and  examination.  This 
request  was  made  through  Dr.  Fuller  because  of  his  prwffercd 
assistance,  as  he  expressed  it,  "to  get  at  the  truth  of  the  mat- 
ter." The  result  of  Dr.  Fuller's  efforts  to  arrive  at  the  truth 
may  be  deduced  from  the  following  note,  sent  by  him  as  the 
conclusion  of  his  labors  in  that  direction: 
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DALTiHnitE,  Jan.  ),  1873. 
Mt  Drax  Sir  : 

I  have  seen  Mrs.  Coss.  She  S4>s  thai,  knowing  it  was  her  hus- 
band, nnd  UTicvins  uvcr  Iter  sorrow,  she  ycl  summoned  rcsotulioii 
and  believes  she  testified  to  ail  she  knew,  and  iliat  oihi^ft  <li<l  rhr  same. 
She  has  been  so  shocked  at  the  sii.i|iici<ins  in  ih'C  case,  cast  iipua  (he 
meinor>'  of  her  liiisband.  that  she  has  resolved  lo  commit  the  matter 
to  the  God  ot  the  widow  and  the  afthctcd.  and  to  speak  no  more  on 
a  subject  10  abhorrent  to  all  her  feelings. 

Very  respectfully,  dear  sir, 

R.  FUU-KR. 

Mrs.  Goss  had  determined  that  an  vxhiunatioii  should  not  be 
made,  and  evidently  had  silenced  her  officious  pastor's  inquiry 
into  the  validity  of  her  claim  to  the  insurance.  But  this  did  not 
airest  or  discourage  an  effort  looking  to  the  thoroupth  examina- 
tion of  the  charrctl  body  over  which  Dr.  Fuller  had  held  solemn 
burial  service.  This  purpose  led  to  the  following  correspond- 
ence, wbidi  suffidcnlly  trxplains  itself. 

Baltimore.  Jan.  u,  1873. 
To  Milton  Whitney  akd  Hekry  V.  D.  Johns.  Esquikes.  Counsel- 
lors. tTx:. 

Gehtlemen— The  undcrsi(rnsd.  connjcl  respectively  of  the  Mutual 
Life  IiihtirAitce  Company,  the  Knickerbocker  Life  Iniiurance  Com- 
pany, and  the  Travelers  Insurance  Company,  defendants  in  suits 
brought  by  you  in  behalf  of  Mrs.  Eliia  W.  Goss.  lo  recover  upon 
policies  issued  by  said  companies  upon  the  life  of  WinHeld  S.  Goss, 
respectfully  ask  your  attcatioa  to  the  following  susflcstions: 

As  you  arc  by  thi.t  lime  probably  aware,  tlie  defence  relied  upon  in 
these  .suits  is  that  proofs  of  loss  required  by  the  terms  of  the  policies 
have  not  been  furnished  lo  the  salisfaction  of  the  several  companies, 
and  are  not.  in  tact,  such  as  we  can  advise  our  clients  will  warrant 
tbcm  in  paying  the  Urge  amounts  involveil.  Thfl  extraordinary  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  i«  clainicil  the  insured  mrt  hi*  death,  you 
mutt  in  fairness  admit,  called  for  unusual  care  and  particularity  in 
proving  the  loss,  and  takes  the  case  out  of  the  ordinary  class,  as  to 
which  ibere  can  be  no  reasonable  doubt  of  loss.  The  proofs  fur- 
nished are  on  their  face  plainly  insufficient;  they  are  not  tueh  as  are 
required  by  the  policies  and  proper  to  he  given,  even  in  cases  of 
death  free  from  unusual  circumstances:  and  these  objections  on  the 
part  of  ihc  companies  that  your  proofs  were  insufiicient.  were  brought 
10  your  notice  prior  lo  brinKing  suit.  We  wish  most  plainly  to  give 
you  to  undersland  llial  our  companies  resist  this  claim  with  no  cap- 
tious spirit  and  whh  no  specubtive  object,  am)  that  ihey  only  require 
such  proofs  as  are  reasonable  and  such  as  they  ttiiok  they  have  a 
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right  to  expect  the  plaintiff  to  be  ablr  to  produce.  If  she  an  aive 
rc&sunably  conclusive  evidence  that  the  bo<iy  buried  in  February  la*t 
as  thai  of  Winfield  S.  Gosi  the  insured,  was  really  his.  wc  ate  anthor- 
iied  to  assure  you  that  her  claims  will  be  adiniitcd  and  iini'l  at  once. 
It  is  more  aKteexblr  for  the  companies  to  pay  than  to  contest,  and 
they  are  determined  to  afford  you  every  opportunity  to  remove  their 
doubU  and  to  meet  their  rctiuircmcnts  in  the  most  ample  manner  the 
cane  will  admit 

It  is  obvious  that  the  most  decisive  and  satisfactory  proof  on  this 
point  is  to  be  derived  from  the  body  itself  buried  as  that  of  Goss, 
provided  it  be  in  such  a  state  as  to  admit  of  identification.  And  we 
can  hardly  suppose  that  it  existed  in  such  a  condition  as  to  authorize 
the  findinK  «f  the  coroner's  jury  and  to  warram  tlic  ilrawinji  of  the 
afHdaviis  presented  as  proofs  of  death,  and  yet  that  it  was  so  far  dis- 
figured and  consumed  as  to  afford  no  points  of  rccoKnition.  li  the 
body  was  that  of  Winficld  S.  Goss.  there  must  have  been,  and  must 
still  be,  some  physical  marks,  charaeieristics,  or  peculiariiie!  known 
to  Mrs.  Gosa.  or  to  other  relatives  or  friends,  by  which  ll  can  be 
recognized.  Tliai  every  person  has  such  marks,  recognizable  by 
some  one.  can  hardly  be  doubted,  and  we  believe  such  exist  in  this 
case,  which  may  be  found  if  carefully  sought  for.  and  which  will  go 
far.  if  not  prove  quite  effectual,  to  decide  this  question. 

For  the  purpose  of  enablinjiE  you  to  meet  these  requirements  o! 
proof,   we  are  authorized  In  make  the  following  propositions: 

/vrjA  Mrs.  Goss  is  to  furnish  us  with  an  accurate  vrritten  descrip- 
tion of  Winficld  S.  Goss,  to  be  made  specific  upon  these  points: 
height,  average  weight,  shape,  or  figure:  age  in  February  last;  si<e 
and  shape  oi  head  and  skull,  as  far  as  can  be  stated,  to  be  verified  by 
the  production  of  a  hat  once  worn  by  him,  if  it  can  be  had:  itescrip- 
lion  of  his  teeth,  their  quality  and  appcat^ncc;  whether  wholly  of 
partially  tiounit  or  defective,  natural  or  artificial:  whether  he  had  any 
peculiar  teeth,  had  lost  any,  and  how  many  and  what  teeth:  had  any 
teeth  broken,  and  how  many  and  what  tcctb,  and  how  broken:  had 
any  Iccth  filled  or  otherwi>c  operated  upon  by  a  dentist,  and  how, 
where  and  when  operated  upon,  and  by  what  dentist;  the  color, 
quantity  and  iiuality  of  his  hair,  beard,  or  whi.tkers;  in  what  style  worn 
in  February  last:  any  peculiarity  about  his  nails  or  joints;  whether 
he  had  any  and  what  fracture  or  other  wound  of  a  jieriou*  or  per- 
mannit  nature:  and  covering  such  other  points  as  would  be  presumed 
to  lead  to  an  identification  of  his  person. 

Second.  Such  statement,  as  full  as  Mrs.  Go»  is  enabled  to  make 
it,  and  signed  by  her.  being  first  furnished  us.  wc  propose  iliat  she 
shall  then  permit  the  body  in  qucition  to  be  exhumed  and  subjected 
to  a  careful,  exhnuiitivc  scientific  examination,  by  medical  or  other 
experts  to  bo  selected  by  counsel  on  each  side.  The  examination  n 
to  be  attended  by  counsel,  and  all  expenses  are  to  be  borne  by  the 
insurance  companies  represented  by  us. 
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Should  such  an  examiaation  be  had,  K  ic  {yroluble  that  one  ol 
three  things  would  rcsuh:  Either.  >frjA  tlic  remainit  would  appear  to 
be  those  of  Winheld  S.  Go&s.  the  insured,  in  which  cveni  we  should 
feci  bound  lo  advise  our  companies  it  was  tuclcns  lurthcr  to  defend 
these  suris;  or,  sfiond,  the  femaini  would  appur  lo  be  ncl  those  of 
Wlnlicld  S.  Gosj,  the  ioftured,  in  which  event  wc  might  Imrly  expect 
juu  Id  advise  your  client  her  ca.sc  was  hopeless;  or,  third,  the  rcmAins 
would  be  incapable  of  identtfi cation,  and  nothing  would  appear  from 
them  to  the  advantage  or  disadrantagc  of  cither  patty. 

We  arc.  gentlemen,  respectfully  yours,  etc..  etc, 

Edward  Otis  Hinckij'.v, 

At(y.  for  the  Mutual  U/e  jHSuratu^  Co. 

MaRSHAU.  &  FtSHKK, 

Attys.  for  Knukerhocker  Lift  Ins.  Co. 

A.  STtKLisou,  Jr.,  and  CtoHOK  H.  CMA}«i>t.Bli, 

AtUfmtysfor  Tr&vders  InmraiKt  Co. 

Baltihorb.  January  1%,  1873. 

Gkntlemkn — In  reply  to  your  communication  of  the  sad  inst,.  we 
furnish  evidence  of  our  acquiescence  in  your  first  proposition,  by 
enclosing  herewith  a  written  description  of  tlic  late  Winfield  S.  Goss, 
signed  by  Mrs.  Eliia  W.  Goss.  following  the  order  of  your  suggca- 
tionn.  and  as  specific  as  it  wn.i  in  her  power  to  malce  ft-  To  your 
Kcond  proposition,  Mrs.  Goss  also  sorrowingly  but  promptly  signi- 
fies her  acquie.tcence.  if  the  companies  you  represent  desire  such 
steps  taken,  .^t  the  exhumation  and  examination  o(  the  remains  of 
her  husband,  she  witi  be  represented  by  two  ntedical  Kcntlemcn,  by 
her  counsel,  and  by  a  few  of  those  who  superintended  the  interment, 
upon  whom  nhe  can  rely  to  identify  the  body  as  that  the  committed 
to  the  ground,  preliminary  to  the  scientific  examination  which  you 
■usgesi  should  now  be  made. 

Please  a<:cvpt  Mrs.  Coss*s  thanks  For  the  assurance  you  give  her 
in  your  communication  of  the  ziA,  that  the  two  projiii  sit  ions,  and  the 
suggestions  therein  contained,  are  made  by  your  respective  com- 
panies in  "candor  and  good  faith,"  and  in  no  speculative  or  captious 
intendment,  and  that  she  may  at  last  rciilixc  the  truth  of  thmc  argu- 
nicnts  in  favor  of  the  value  and  necessity  of  life  insurance,  and  of 
the  special  atlvantages  of  your  corporatinn:<.  which  their  agents,  dur- 
ing an  interval  of  many  years,  so  urgently  presented  to  her  husband. 

....  As  tar  as  the  payment  of  the  amounts  due  upon  these  poH> 
cies  is  concerned,  it  is  a  mere  business  matter,  and  should  be  dealt 
with  as  such;  but,  in  view  of  the  imputationn  east  upon  the  memory 
of  the  deceased,  and  upon  the  characters  of  the  living,  ind  the  inv«- 
sion  of  the  moM  scnMitive  relations  of  domestic  life  and  into  the  very 
privacies  of  the  grave  itself,  which  this  defense  involves,  we  are 
glad  to  know  that  now.  in  your  hands,  the  matter  will  be  more  mer* 
cifiilly  conducted  than  it  has  been  heretofore.    The  necessity  and  pro* 
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pritty  of  such  consideration  was  ma^lc  apparent  to-day  to  ourselves, 
as  we  were  given  an  account  of  the  severity  of  the  ordeal  through 
which  this  laJy  has  passed.  Its  lifst  &cenv  was  upun  the  occasion  <>[ 
the  bringing  back  of  the  body  of  her  husband  to  ihc  privacy  of  his 
hniiftc  Wc  arc  informed  that  after  giving  siifticicnl  searching  scrutiny 
(or  an  instant,  hopitin  it  slusuM  not  \k  him.  the  fact  of  his  identity, 
in  tier  mind,  was  evidenced  by  her  throwing  herself  upon  the  poor 
cliarrcd  fonn.  and  clinKing  to  it,  until  removed  by  the  strong  arms 
uf  othefK,  and  thai  shortly  after  thi*  pitiful  reunion,  the  detectives 
sent  by  the  defendants  were  at  the  hoosc  to  sec  them. 

Thanking  you  for  the  relief  inv-en  by  your  letter,  and  with  the 
requcil  that  you  will  name  an  early  day  for  the  proposed  examination, 
wc  arc,  with  s'nt  respect. 

Very  truly  yours. 

WiiiTNEV  &  Johns, 
Altcmtyxfiir  Eliza  iV.  Geu. 

Bai-TIMOKE.  January  25,  1873. 

I  nuke  and  s\^  the. following  statement,  in  response  to  the  reiiucst 
contained  in  a  letter  dated  January  nA.  1873,  addressed  by  the  coun- 
sel of  three  of  the  iniiimncc  coitipanies  against  whom  I  have  claims, 
(o  my  counsel,  Messrs,  Whitney  &  Johns. 

Winficld  S.  Cos5,  niy  husband,  was  about  five  Feet  eight  inches  in 
height,  and  would  have  weighed,  at  the  time  of  his  death,  1  should 
lliink,  one  hundred  and  sixty-five  pounds.  He  was  of  full  figure, 
broad,  decc  chest,  stood  very  erect,  short,  lull  neck.  Was  to  the  best 
ol  my  recollection,  thirty-six  years  of  age  on  the  ^th  of  November, 
1871.  He  had  a  broad,  iiitclligcnl  forehead,  resembling  in  general 
outline  that  of  his  brother,  A.  C.  G01.S. 

lie  wore  about  7  or  7J^  size  hat.  His  hat  last  purchased  was 
destroyed  at  the  time  ol  his  death— I  believe,  burned  up.  I  have  an 
old  felt  hat  once  used  by  hira,  and  will  produce  this  at  tlie  time  of 
llie  proposed  exhumation.  1  have  a  velvet  vest  once  worn  by  him, 
though  this  was  too  small  for  him  and  had  been  laid  aside  some 
lime  previous  to  his  death.  This  shall  be  also  produced.  I  gave 
away  in  charily  most  of  his  clothes  after  his  death,  most  of  them  to 
a  pour  man  who  was  injured  at  a  saw-niill. 

Owing  lo  the  circumstance  of  his  huHnu  usually  worn  a  moustache, 
long  enough  to  partially  eonccil  his  teeih,  I  am  not  able  to  describe 
them  very  accurately.  He  wnrc  no  artificial  tcelh  lo  my  knowledge, 
never  complained  of  pain  or  inconvenience  from  decayed  tcelh,  and 
I  do  not  remember  bis  requiring  the  services  of  a  dentist  during  the 
time  we  lived  together.    I  should  call  hi*  front  lecth  quite  regular. 

His  hair  was  dark  brown,  In  earlier  years  it  vns  curly.  About 
the  time  of  his  death  he  wore  it  trimmed  closer  than  formerly,  and 
■I  was  not  so  curly.    He  would  bru&b  his  hair,  and  then  pass  his 
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fiagfrn  through  i1,  wraring  it  liKhtrncd  up.  and  vtry  mucfa  in  the 
style  in  which  his  brother.  A.  C.  Goss,  now  wears  his  hair  I  pre- 
served for  a  time  a  small  piece  of  hair  cut  from  ilic  back  of  his  head 
at  Ihc  time  of  his  preparation  (or  burial,  supposed  (o  liavr  been  taken 
fn>m  the  place  on  which  bis  bead  rested;  but  it  must  have  been 
touched  by  the  fire,  and  wiun  (el!  W  powder.  Can  remember  no 
singularities  of  naiU  or  joints.  His  nails  were  regular.  His  hand* 
were  well  lormed  and  small  in  proportion  to  his  size.  My  imiiresalnn 
is  I  h4v«  *  glove  once  worn  by  him,  and  if  to  will  produce  it  with 
hu  clothes  above  rcfcTred  to.  He  had  neither  fracture  nor  wound, 
to  my  knowledge.  1  would  slate  3l«(i,  at  it  inny  throw  additional 
light  upon  (he  description  sought,  tli«(  my  huaband  and  Mr.  J.  W. 
I.aniflry,  the  nenllemnn  cuniKctcd  with  the  Ctmtiiieiit.il  Li(e  Insiir' 
anec  Company,  were  photographed  together  some  months  before  his 
de^ith.  and  that  I  will  endeavor  to  produce  also  one  of  the  pictures. 
The  photoRraphs  were  taken  by  Mr.  Bachrach,  an  artist  whote  place 
of  buiincst  is  on  the  comer  of  Lexington  und  Euiaw  streets.  I  have 
recently  had  a  copy  of  niy  huibaml'a  likeness  taken  Irom  the  nega- 
tive in  his  postesgion.  to  send  to  the  parent  of  my  husband— to  his 
™o'*>«'"-  Ki,iZA  W.  Ckmss. 

Upon  receipt  of  tlic  staleiiient  signed  by  Mrs.  Goss.  arrange- 
mcnts  were  at  once  made  for  the  purpose  indicated  by  the 
toreEoifiR'  correspondence.  Prof.  F,  T.  Miles,  M.  D.,  and  R. 
Wysong.  .M.  D.,  were  selected  by  the  counsel  of  Mrs.  Gosx  to 
be  present  and  assi-st  in  the  examination.  Prof.  E.  Lloyd 
Howanl.  M.  D.,  and  Prof.  l*".  I.  S.  Gorgas.  M.  D,,  were  selected 
to  represent  the  insurance  cunipaiiics.  'ITic  last-nanictl,  being 
an  eminent  dentist,  was  especially  qualified  for  tbis  work. 

The  necessary  preparations  being-  made,  tlic  exhumation  was 
conducted  in  presence  of  counsel  representing  all  parties  in 
interest,  the  mcdieal  gentlemen  already  named,  and  Ihc  con- 
sulting* surgeon  of  one  of  the  insurance  companies.  A.  C.  Goss 
and  William  E.  Udderzook  also  were  present,  and  botli  were 
closely  observant  spectators  of  the  proceedings.  A  superficial 
inspection  of  the  remains  was  made  at  the  gravc-sidc,  and  the 
coffin  with  its  contents  was  then  taken  away  for  a  more  critical 
examination.  A.  C.  Goss  objected  to  such  removal,  and  cn- 
dcavori.'d  to  have  no  examination  marie  save  such  as  could  be 
made  on  the  ground.  On  finding  that  the  physicians  could  not 
atid  would  not  conduct  their  work  in  such  a  place.  lie  and  the 
legal  adviser  of  Mrs.  Goss  gave  their  rcliiclant  consent  to  a 
removal  of  the  remains.  Tlic  following  is  a  copy  of  the  report 
submitted  by  tlic  examining  surgeon*: 


The  undersigned,  appninlcd  tn  examine  certain  remains  interred 
in  Baltimore  Ctmelcrr,  met  by  agreement  in  the  Ccmettry  on  the 
afternoon  of  Monday.  February  lo.  1873 

Tlic  grave  was  in  soft,  clayey  soil,  about  five  (e«  deep.  On  being 
opcncci,  ihe  toflin  was  found  enclosed  in  a  wooden  box.  both  the 
box  and  coffin  in  a  good  stale  of  preservation,  anil  bolh  filled  with 
water.  On  fcmovinR  the  lid  «f  the  coffin^which  bure  a  plate  marked 
"  W.  S.  GosK.  died  Feb.  2.  1872.  in  the  .17th  year  of  his  age" — the 
cli&rred  remains  of  a  corpse  were  disclosed,  wrapped  in  a  white 
doth.  After  a  superficial  inspection,  the  coRtn  was  dosed  and  pbced 
in  a  wagon,  to  lie  removed  to  the  city. 

On  the  followinij  diiy.  Fell,  iith,  the  undcrsiipicd  met  at  the  Col- 
lege of  Physicians  and  SurKctms.  and  procee<Jed  in  a  careful  exam- 
ination of  the  rentninr.  The  coffin  wa«  uKuin  opicneJ  and  showed 
remains  lo  be  in  the  same  condition  as  on  previous  day.  A  complete 
examination  revealed  the  following  faets. 

The  soft  tissues  of  the  body  were  almost  entirely  destroyed,  appar- 
ently by  fire:  iTiose  nol  so  desltoycd  were  converted  into  adipocere 
and  aRortlcd  no  indications  for  dcterntining  niiy  points  ol  interest  or 
importance.  There  were  found  lying  to  the  back  of  the  head,  por- 
tions of  the  f-calp.  entirely  ttepnriited  from  the  skull.,  envered  with 
hair  about  one  inch  in  length;  the  proper  color  of  tlic  hair  could 
nol  be  well  determined,  as  it  might  have  been  stained  by  the  Fluid  in 
which  il  Say;  it  prei^cnted  a  da.rk,  almost  blaeic  .ippcarnncc.  The 
skull  was  entire,  except  portions  of  the  maxillary  bones,  to  be  after- 
wards more  fully  drscrilwd.  |The  skeleton  is  here  examined  in 
detail,  and  a  minute  descriptiun  given  of  each  and  every  bone  which 
CKapcd  (lestriiclion  by  fire.) 

The  skull  wax  of  full  size,  measuring  twenty-two  inches  in  circum- 
ference (around  the  forehead  and  occipital  protuberance),  round,  anil 
well  formed.  The  chest  was  deep  and  capacious.  The  bones  of  the 
trunk  and  limbs  were  thick,  with  targe  articular  extrcmilics,  and 
Mrongly  marked  at  the  points  of  muscular  attachment.  The  bones 
presented  no  indications  of  disease,  fraciurc.  or  other  injury,  other 
than  those  caused  by  burning,  us  siiecificd  above. 

The  teeth  were  defective  to  the  extent  shown  in  the  detailed  state- 
ment which  is  appended  to  this  report  Frotn  a  carciul  and  critical 
examination  of  the  rcnuing,  the  undersigned  feel  fully  authorized  in 
forming  the  lolluwing  conclusions: 

1st  The  remains  were  those  of  a  mate.  2d.  He  was  not  a  negro. 
3d,  He  was  between  the  ages  of  twenty-five  and  fiity  years.  4th,  He 
was  of  fair  average  height,  of  fitout  build,  and  of  great  nuistular 
Strength.  5th.  It  is  impossible  lo  determine  whether  the  burning  was 
Uie  cause  oi  death  or  was  post-mortem. 

F,  T.  MiLi'-S.  M.  D..     E.  Llovd  Howaho,  M.  D., 
R.  WvsoNG,  M.  D.,     F.  I,  S.  GOKGA5,  M.  D. 

Baltimore,  Feb.  13,  1873. 
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CoxoiTiox  OP  MAXIL1.A.KV  OH  jAw  BONES. — SupmoT  MuxiUoty — 
Perfect,  except  margin  of  alveolar  proceu.  Inferier  MaxUlary — A 
portion  of  the  eviemiU  turfuce  of  boAy  of  the  bone  below  the  alveolar 
process  and  to  the  right  of  Ihe  median  line,  including  the  right  mental 
foramen,  destroyed  for  a  space  of  two  and  a  half  inches  lonx,  and  one 
inch  broad  or  wide;  the  bone  otherwise  perfect. 

Number  of  teelh  remaining  in  upper  jaw,  3:  number  of  teeth  remain- 
\r%  in  lower  jaw  (including  one  root  of  tooth),  7. 

COMIITION    OP    TUB    TwO   TEKTH    IN    UpI-KR    JAW. — SkfifTUir  Jiight 

Sc<«r4  BkmpiJ — A  superficial  carious  ovily  011  po^tenor  proximal 
Miriice.  Cusps  on  finding  surface  worn  away  by  mechanical  abra- 
sion, but  not  so  much  as  to  wholly  obliterate  the  natural  depreuiom  an 
tbit  turfoce.     Superior  Right  Third  Malar — I'etfeclly  Notind. 

CONlilTlOJ*  <jK  tiik  Skven  Tekth  in  Lowkh  Jaw. — Root  of  Inferior 
Right  central  Iticiser — 'ITie  crown  evidently  destroyed  by  caries  (o  a 
point  below  free  margin  of  the  gum.  before  death,  inffrior  Right  Lat- 
erai  //»(■«<?/■— I'erfccrt I y  Mixind.  Inferior  Right  Canine — Sound;  angle 
worn  away  by  mechanical  abrasion.  Jnffrier  Ijft  Centra/  Inciter — 
Various  cavitiea  on  both  proximal  surfaces,  which  communicated. 
fnftrutr  Lrfi  Caninr — Carious  cavity  on  the  anterior  provimal  surface. 
Inferior  Ldft  Second  Bicuspid — Small  carious  cavity  on  the  anterior 
pntxlmal  surf;ire.  fnf/rior  Ijft  Third  Malar — Large  carious  cavity  on 
the  buccal  surface,  near  neck;  superficial  cavity  on  grinding  surface. 
Grinding  surface  worn  by  mechanical  abrasion  so  as  to  almost  obliterate 
the  natural  depressions  on  the  surface. 

Fnrm  if  Irregularity  of  Inferior  t'rvnt  7>rM.^Appmx«mal  surfaces 
of  the  inferior  right  lateral  incisor  and  inferior  le^  central  incisor 
approach  near  together  at  the  cutting  edges;  caused  by  the  loss  of  the 
crown  of  the  right  central  incisor,  the  root  of  this  latter  tooth  remaining 
in  Ihe  alveolar  cavity. 

As  a  result  of  this  examination,  the  insurance  companies  were 
advised  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  reconcile  the  dissimili- 
tude between  ihe  diseased  jaws  and  mouth  of  this  almost  tooth- 
less corpse,  and  llie  mouth  of  W.  S.  Goss.  as  described  in  the 
statement  signed  by  liis  wife.  Tliat  statement  declares  lie  had 
"iRTfr  comphim-ti  of  pain  or  itKomrnioKe  from  decayed  leelk, 
end  I  do  not  remember  his  rajuirmg  Ihe  sen-icis  of  a  dentist 
dtiring  the  time  zoc  lived  together.  J  siiould  call  his  front  teeth 
fltttfc  regular.''  As  Mr*.  Goss  had  been  married  to  W,  S. 
Goss  some  fourteen  yeara,  during  which  time  they  had  lived 
together,  it  was  fair  to  presunie  she  necessarily  would  have 
heard  complaints  of  pain  and  inconvenience  from  such  badly 
decayed  teeth  and  jaws;  that  slic  would  have  remembered  the 
required  services  of  the  dentist  who  had  extracted  so  many  of 
these  teeth,  and  that  she  would  not  have  called  such  front  teeth 
*'  quite  regular." 
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The  suits,  which  originally  had  been  instituted  in  the  Court 
of  Conimnn  Pleas  at  Baltimore,  were  afterwards  transferred,  by 
the  defendants,  to  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  United  States, 
where  they  were  entered  in  September,  1872.  The  action 
against  the  Mutual  Life  Company  preceded  the  other  insur- 
ance suits,  as  entered  upon  the  calendar,  and  was  reached  for 
trial  on  May  27,  1&73.  This  being  regarded  as  a  test  case,  the 
defense  tt-as  conducted  by  counsel  of  the  several  insurance 
companies  interested — all  of  whom  were  members  of  the  Balti- 
more bar. 

In  his  opening  statement,  Mr.  Johns,  counsel  for  the  plain- 
tiff, said: 

This  suit  is  b«twe«n  Mrs.  Elitn  W.  Goss  &nd  the  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company;  but  you  will  sooci  find,  gentlemen  of  the  jury, 
tli»l  though  ^clinically  (hi»  cnite  is  between  Eliza  W-  Goss  and  the 
Mutual  Life  Company,  that  it  is  in  tact  that  single  iilaiiiliff  contending 
with  no  less  than  a  combination  of  {our  iiowcrrul  insurance  com- 
panies. ....  We  will  ndducc  evidenee  which  will  enable  you  to 
perceive,  while  these  companict  solicited  Mr.  Goss  to  Insure  for  ihc 
benefit  of  his  wife,  they  acied  one  by  one,  singly;  but  when  his  body 
WKi  cold  and  it  was  necessary  for  his  wife,  his  widow,  to  ask  tliAt 
those  insurance  companies  should  keep  ihcir  promises — that  while 
ihey  acted  singly  as  they  solicited  his  confidence,  when  it  was  nec- 
essary to  meet  the  widow,  they  present  the  solid  combination  of 
companies,  with  ail  the  powerful  agencies  behind  tlicni,  which  their 
moneys,  power  and  wealth,  enable  them  to  bring  into  this  court,  .  .  . 
ThoMHh  ihe  rule  of  defense  in  this  case  has  not  been  commnnicBtcd 
to  us  with  that  business-like  (rankness  which  should  characlcnte 
especially  such  inicrcouTsc  as  that  between  a  lady  and  companies  who 
have  sought  the  conlidenee  of  her  husband  in  his  lifetime,  and  though 
the  object  of  the  ptc«ding  i»  to  fpve  notice  to  the  opposite  party, 
ihcjf  have  comniunicated  n<i  specific  and  definite  inforoiaiion:  yet  we 
do  know  that  the  agents  of  these  insurance  companies  have  laid 
their  corporate  cheeks  together  through  this  community  to  defame 
the  memory  of  the  dead  and  intimidate  thi&  widow,  and  it  is  right 
and  proper—  A/r.  Hinckhy. — I  must  interrupt  the  counsel  in  slan- 
dering the  agents  of  the  companies.  Is  that  a  proper  opening  state- 
ment, your  Honor?  Tkf  Court. — I  do  not  think  this  is  within  tlie 
pro|iCT  limits  of  the  opening  stalCTncnl — counsel  charging  the  parties 
on  the  other  side  with  a  combination  to  defame.  Mr,  /ofins. — I  wUl 
rest  there,  if  your  Honor  so  rules. 

Now,  gcuilcmcn,  with  your  permission.  I  will  ask  your  attention. 
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Ciircfulljr.  to  the  immediaie  (acts  wliich  led  this  hAy  to  make  the 
claim  against  Itiig  company.  Wtr  shall  provo  to  you  that  in  the  Eiim- 
mcf  prccedinE  bb  dvath,  U'jnficld  Scott  Gvsi  wan  boardinK  upon  tlie 
Yoik  road,  near  Wavcrly.  about  a  mile  or  two  from  ihc  city  o( 
Baltimore,  at  Ihe  house  of  a  Mr.  Engel.  That  near  there,  there  was 
a  little  icncmcnt  upon  the  estate  of  A.  J.  LowndcsL.  Esq.  It  was  idle. 
Mr.  Goss  asked  permission  of  bim  to  Knt  and  occupy  tliat  building, 
that  he  might  there  carry  on  his  trade  u  a  mechanic,  and  pnnuc 
the  prosecution  of  certain  inventions  which  weic  then  occupytne  his 
attention.  That  he  wa:.  uadertakitig  to  develop  the  manufacture  of 
ft  ftubftlitutc  (or  india-rubber,  which  he  had  been  promised  large 
rewards  for.  if  he  shouid  only  be  succcwful.  I  shall  prove  to  you 
that  the  bawment  room,  where  lie  carried  on  his  inventions,  was 
damp  and  uncomfortable.  That  he  asked  his  brother-in-law  and  a. 
neighbor  to  accompany  him  there  to  help  hnii  remove  some  heavy 
articles  from  the  baicment  to  a  more  comfortable  room  upstairs.  W« 
shall  prove  to  yoa  that  he  was  in  perfect  health  that  duy — the  id  day 
of  February,  1873.  .  .  .  We  ihall  &how  to  you  1h.1t  in  t)i«  afternoon 
of  that  day,  his  brother-in-law,  Mr.  Uddcnook.  and  a  neighbor  came 
up  to  be  with  him  That  as  it  grew  dark  it  became  necessary  to 
light  a  lamp:  that  W.  5.  Coss,  the  deceased,  toolt  up  a  Iari;e  glass 
lamp,  holding  abuiit  a  quart,  which  at  that  time  was  almost  empty. 
That  he  aitcmpCed  to  light  it.  That  Mr  Udderiook,  his  brother-in- 
law,  and  Mr  Engcl,  who  were  with  him,  re ino n* tr.it ed  with  him 
that  he  had  belter  not  fill  that  old  lamp.  That  they  susgcsicd  ihcy 
would  t{o  (town  to  Mr.  Engel's  and  iditain  a  lamp.  That  these  two 
persons  left  Mr  Goss  in  that  t>uildiii){.  going  away  for  tliat  pur- 
pose. .  ■  ■  Our  proof  will  then  be  that  when  these  two  iientkmcn 
were  absent  for  the  puT>ose  of  borrowing  a  lamp  which  they  thought 
would  be  safe,  they  were  alarmed  by  the  cry  that  the  house  was  on 
fire,  and  in  a  few  moments,  as  they  looked  out,  thU  building  was  in 
flames,  and  of  course,  they  and  all  the  rest  of  the  neighbors  collected 
at  the  spot.  .  .  .  Thai  in  a  few  moraenls  afterwards,  not  findine  Mr. 
Gos3,  Mr.  Udderxook  commenced  to  make  inquiry  for  him,  and  that 
then  one  of  the  parties  there  present  took  a  Urge  board  and  threw 
it  against  the  side  of  the  building,  so  at  to  let  the  vision  in  from  the 
ftames.  .ind  there,  upon  the  floor,  they  saw  the  burning  and  almost 
charred  remains.  That  with  an  ice-hook  they  snccccdcd  in  bringing 
the  remains  out,  and  that  it  came  out  with  the  blood  pouring  from 
it,  the  limbs  burned  o9,  but  llic  breast,  which  may  have  been  con- 
cealed, as  we  shall  show  you,  by  limbers  or  something  which 
had  fallen  upon  it,  almost  preserved,  and  a  little  of  the  hair  still 
remaining,  We  shall  prove  to  you,  gentlemen,  that  the  body  was 
then  removed  to  n  barn  neat  by;  thai  it  was  cold  weather:  that  it  was 
placed  upon  a  sa»h  in  the  bani  and  allowed  to  reraain  there  during 
the  night  We  shall  prove  to  you  that  when  they  came  there  in  the 
'morning,  the  blood,  which  had  flowed  freely  from  the  freshly  burnt 
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body,  had  (roxen  in  tcklei  around  ihe  aaah.  That  after  the  inquest 
the  tindfrtalccr  rtmovcd  Ihc  body  lo  the  rcsidencf  of  the  widow,  and 
wt  shall  prove  to  you  thai  in«ilnet  as  well  a*  intelligence  caiiiic  to  ihc 
recognition  of  thai  body,  and  Ihal  a  woman's  eye  snJ  a  wi<Iow'« 
breast  knew  tt  wu!>  itic  one  upon  which  licr  own  had  rented  ami 
pulsated,  and  that,  ahcr  giving  ii  look  t-nough  lo  know  fri>in  the 
broad  frame  and  the  thick  neck,  and  the  form  of  th«  head,  that  it 
was  the  remains  of  him  she  had  almost  worshipped,  she  ilircw  hcr- 
«H  upon  that  body  and  had  to  be  taken  from  it  by  violence.  We 
shall  prove  to  you,  gentlemen,  that  all  the  friends  and  relatives  anil 
neighborK  were  invited  to  tli3t  funeral;  anil  ihai  he  wax  biirieri  as 
every  honest  man  who  had  itict  with  such  a  painful  and  accidental 
death  would  desire  to  be  buricd^rom  the  house  of  hij  own  family. 
We  shall  prove  to  you— mark  this  little  circumstance,  gcmlcmen — 
that  a  day  or  two  after  the  accident  occurred,  the  brother  of  the 
deceased  visited  the  premises,  and  felt  around  amonc  the  ashes  for 
viything  that  mipht  look  like  a  bone.  And  anything  that  looked 
like  a  bone  he  gathered  up,  and  tic  took  and  de|)ositcd  them  in  one 
comer  nt  the  cofhn,  tbsl  he  might  do  tlie  last  act  tli»i  ^  brother's 
lov*  dictated  him  to  do,  burjing  all  that  remained  ol  his  brother, 
and  not  leavins^  it  to  be  scattered  by  the  winds  of  heaven.  Wc  shall 
prove  to  you,  by  way  oE  cloier  investigation  of  thai  body,  that  the 
brother  found  there  a  bunch  of  keys  which  Winficld  Scolt  Goss  car- 
ried with  him.  and  that  ihey  fitted  drawers  in  his  home.  We  shall 
prove  to  you  ihat  he  found  hi*  watch,  a  little  tape-line,  or  the  metallic 
case  of  it,  which  he  had  been  in  tlic  habit  of  carrying  with  him.  Then, 
gentlemen,  we  shall  prove  to  you  that  wc  committed  these  remains 
to  the  ground,  and  wc  supjiosed  that  we  were  burying  him,  giving 
him  torevcr  to  the  earth,  but  that  such  in  the  issue  was  not  the 
ease.  ...  In  last  January.  1873.  as  we  shall  prove  to  you.  we  received 
a  communication  from  the  counsel  of  these  companies,  Riled  with 
platitude)^  about  the  desire  of  those  coni]wtiie*  lo  pay  ihiii  lady  when 
they  were  satisfied;  and  demanding  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
dig  tho.nc  remains  from  the  ground  and  examine  them  I  They  accom- 
panied tliese  with  a  prerequisite  lh»t  we  should  furnish  then),  lirst  a 
written  statement  descriptive  of  Mr  Goas.  over  the  tignature  of  the 
widow,  and  that  then,  in  the  presence  of  such  medical  gentlemen  as 
they  miKhi  select  and  as  we  might  select,  the  remains  rIkiuUI  be 
disinterred  and  examined.  Strange  demand  to  make  upon  ual 
Stranfcc  and  startling  demand,  as  a  matter  of  right.  .  .  .  That,  gen- 
tlemen, we  hesitated,  as  wc  shall  prove  to  you.  in  yielding  to  this 
demand.  We  shall  prove  to  you  that  wc  consented  to  that  exliunia- 
lion,  imposing  simply  one  essential  prerequisite  from  which  wc  would 
not  yield — that  we  would  have  some  one  pr<«ent  at  the  time  who 
wouhl  identify  the  reniainsi  as  those  we  had  buried  there,  because  wc, 
as  business  men.  knew  the  uncertainty  thai  lians*  over  the  remains 
when  tliv  family  loses  sight  of  thvmi  and  we  knew  what  a  hubbub 
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would  tic  created  llirough  this  city  if  wc  fthouM  cmisent  lo  tint  cxani- 
iiialion.  ami  go  there  and  find  nothing,  or  a  sulrt^titutv  lor  what  we 
had  placed  xhtn.  Wc  shall  prove  lo  yuii  thai  wc  went  tlicfc  and 
met  (he  medical  gentlemen  they  had  leleeied,  and  took  with  us  those 
wc  had  designated.  It  was  a  year  alter  it  had  been  iiitericd.  but  when 
the  colTin  was  opened,  and  thuse  whom  we  had  taken  with  us.  to 
identify  it  as  (he  body  which  had  been  placed  there,  Iwikcd  in  the 
comer  of  (he  coffin,  there  were  tlic  few  bones  wc- had  placed  there. 
We  shall  prove  to  you,  gentlemen,  itiai  then,  in  con«ei|uen('c  of  the 
iaclemcncy  ol  the  weather,  these  mcdieul  eciitlcmm  requested  they 
might  he  permitted  to  remove  that  body  for  a  more  curefiJ  cxfttninu- 
lion.  Wc  cmild  hardly  ti-ll  what  mure  they  ronld  asfc,  It  wsis 
removed.  The  only  rcstricticiii  we  placed  upon  them  w»>  thnl  they 
should  do  noihinE  to  it.  even  in  ■!»  then  dilapidalcd  and  pitiful  con- 
dition, that  would  further  mutilate  or  disfigure  it. 

We  shal!  show  you  the  repon  that  was  made  by  those  medical 
gentlemen,  which,  though  it  could  not  identify  Ihe  form  in  its  then 
poor,  emaciated  condition,  still  reported  what  they  did  discover,  and 
we  shall  show  to  yon  that  there  ii  not  one  single  hair  or  little  ol 
difference  that  would  commend  itscl!  to  any  tntclUgent  and  honest 
man,  bent  on  an  honest  purpose,  between  the  dcscriplion  dial  they 
glte,  and  e.ieh  and  every  description  which  had  Iwen  given  by 
Iilrs.  Goss  hcrs^clf.  .\nA,  genllemi^n.  we  yielded  to  Ihal  re<|ticsl.  and 
I  must  say  here,  (hat  odcn  since,  I  have  wondered  if  I  did  figlii  in 
yielding  to  it.  But  it  seemed  to  ni«  th»t  though  Mr.  Go».k  wav  dead, 
his  good  name  and  his  memory  were  still  living,  and  tiiat  wlule  a 
sentiment  alone  might  prevent  ns  from  yielding  lo  such  a  demand, 
hi«  good  name  and  memory  re(|uired  that  we  chould  yield.  We 
knew  that  that  grave  which  they  proposed  to  disturb,  U  wc  reiuscd. 
would  be  pointed  out  as  men  point  out  a  felon's  grave.  We  desired 
it  should  be  the  grave  of  our  friend,  where  those  who  knew  liim  and 
respected  liim  in  life  might  visit  it;  where  the  sunshine  should  fall 
upon  it,  an'd  where  his  friends  would  speak  lightly  and  kindly  as 
Ihcy  passed;  and  wc  yielded  to  the  demand.  Then,  gentlemen,  wc 
shall  prove  to  you  thai  they  promised  us.  il  that  exmnnialiun  wa* 
talisfactory  (o  them,  that  that  policy  should  be  paid.  And  we  will 
prove  to  ycKi  that,  to  our  infinite  and  absolute  surprise— I  may  say 
to  our  !ntcn«e  disgutt — a  letter  came,  raying  that  they  could  not 
advise  their  clients,  even  then,  to  pay  the  policy  I  Th.crclorc.  gentle- 
men, the  defense,  as  far  as  wc  know  it.  is  that  ihi^  deny  the  death 
of  Winfield  Scott  Coss,  which  amotmts  to  charging  a  base,  savage. 
and  merciless  fraud  upon  this  estimable  laniily.  which  we  are  here  to 
resist  and  to  vindicate  Therefore,  we  '.hall  supply  this  by  another 
element  of  proof.  Wc  shall  prove  lo  you  the  high  character  of  all 
these  parties  involved.  Wc  shall  prove  to  you.  all  who  knew 
Winfield  Scott  Gos*,  deceased,  respected  him:  and  though  at  times 
he  might  deal  in  conviviality  to  too  great  an  extent  with  his  compan- 
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iota,  tliAt  h«  was  &  man  tli«n  in  the  relations  of  business  and  social 
life,  that  all  who  knew  him  respected  snd  tovcd  him.  Wc  shall  prove 
to  yuu  tile  high  chancier  of  Mr  Udderznok.  his  l>rol3ier-iti-l^w,  who 
was  with  him — prove  it  to  you  by  tbo&e  who  were  associated  with 
hitn  in  the  benevolent  societies  of  the  city,  and  who  have  known  him 
as  a  man  estimable  and  entitled  1o  the  confidence  of  i\l  who  are 
thrown  with  him.  And  wc  shall  prove  to  you  the  HikIi  character  □! 
the  Itrmher.  A.  C  Gots.  .  .  .  Wc  ^hall  {irove  ru  ynu  that  wtien  his 
lips  had  been  hushed  into  eilencc  by  death,  and  he  was  not  here  to 
tell  llic  circumstances  and  the  motives  which  had  induced  him  to 
take  out  this  instirancc.  that  then  all  these  companies  interlaced  and 
intertwined,  and  here  wc  arc  to  meet  them.  .  .  . 

Ale.randcr  Campbell  Goss,  examined  by  plaintiff's  counsel, 
testified  as  follows: 

In  the  month  of  Fcbniary,  1872,  I  was  boarding  at  No.  41 
North  Calvert  Street,  in  (he  city  of  Baltimore.  I  last  saw  my 
brotlicr  alive  about  noon  on  tlie  2d  day  oE  February,  the  same 
day  of  his  death.  We  separated  on  the  corner  o(  Sl  Pan!  and 
Fayette  Streets.  He  told  me  he  was  ffoing  home.  At  that 
lime  he  was  engaged  on  the  York  road,  about  two  and  a  half 
miles  from  the  city,  near  the  town  of  Waverly.  His  business 
tlierc  was  completing  an  invention  of  his  own.  a  substitute  for 
india-rubber;  also  gilding  picture-frames.  He  had  been  there 
about  four  montlis.  I  have  been  out  to  these  premises.  It 
was  a  small  tenement  house  with  al)out  seven  rooms.  The 
whole  building  was  rented  to  him,  but  he  did  not  use  all  the 
rooms.  He  was  carr)*ing  on  this  investigation  of  his  to  perfect 
his  invention,  in  the  cellar  of  the  house.  He  also  used  one 
room  immediately  over  the  cellar. — Question.  What  was  that 
room  used  for? — Anm'er.  That  was  where  lie  had  his  little 
ateam  apparatus,  on  the  top  of  the  stove  that  conveyed  heat 
down  into  the  cellar.  I  never  saw  my  brother  alive  again 
after  parting  with  him  on  the  comer  of  the  streets.  I  saw  his 
dead  body  the  next  day  about  twelve  o'clock.  It  was  at  that 
time  placed  in  an  ordinary,  medium  sized  shoe-box,  in  the 
bam  of  Mr.  Lowndes.  T  noticed  there  was  blood  dripping  to 
the  floor,  and  a  tittle  blood  tm  the  floor.  The  blood  was  run- 
ning down  from  the  box  in  which  the  body  lay.  TTie  body 
was  handed  over  to  the  coroner  the  same  day.  It  was  then 
takeu  to  bis  home.  No.  314  North  Eutaw  Street    It  was  sub- 
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sequenily  placed  in  the  public  vault  and  afterwania  buried  in 
Baltiinure  Comctcry.  While  Ihc  body  was  in  the  vault  I  went 
out  where  the  accident  occurred  and  there  commenced  raking 
tl)e  debris,  and  found  some  little  bones  which  I  supposed  to 
be  his.  I  made  a  small  bundle  of  them,  and  brought  them  to 
the  city,  and  kept  them  until  the  next  day,  and  while  the  bo<ly 
was  in  the  vatdt,  I  removed  the  coffin  liil  and  placed  tlic 
small  bundle  of  bones  in  the  coffin.  On  the  following  Satur- 
day I  again  made  an  examination  of  the  place  where  this  fire 
occurred.  I  went  there  in  company  with  a  young  (ricnd. 
We  did  not  search  very  diligently  nor  very  long.  Wc  did 
nnt  find  anything.  The  next  week  I  went  out  again  and 
searched  there  for  some  time,  probably  an  hour  or  more.  I 
first  found  his  watch  and  chain;  then  I  found  the  little  keys 
that  belonged  to  a  drawer  in  his  house;  then  the  metal  case 
of  a  tape  line.  I  brought  these  articles  in  and  showed  them  to 
Detective  Mitchell.  He  went  with  mc  to  see  Mr.  Lowndes  and 
we  showed  him  the  articles  which  I  had  found.  [The  various 
articles  produced  and  identified  by  witness.]  All  of  these  be- 
longed to  my  brother. — Qufstton.  Could  you  describe  the  ap- 
pearance of  )'our  brother,  so  far  as  his  f^iysiquc  was  con- 
cerned?— Ansxi'cr.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  a  very  large  man,  weighing 
from  about  one  hundred  and  seventy-five  to  one  hundred  and 
eighty  pounds;  very  full  in  Uie  chest,  with  a  large  neck  and 
prominent  forehead. — Crcjj-cxaminotion  by  Mr.  IValHs. — Qua- 
lion.  What  imiuccd  you  to  go  out  and  make  the  third  search 
at  the  place  where  the  fire  occurred? — Ansiver.  My  anxiety  to 
get  tliese  things.  I  went  out  alone. — Qiunion.  Was  anybody 
tliere  when  you  made  the  search? — Ansutr.  Yes,  sir;  a  colored 
woman  at  Mr.  Lown<lcs's  house  came  up  while  I  was  at  work; 
she  remained  there  about  ten  minutes;  I  had  been  there  about 
ten  minutes  before  she  came. — Qucslion.  By  what  means  do  you 
identify  this  as  your  brother's  watch? — Ansti'tT.  I  have  often 
seen  his  watch;  this  is  the  same  size  and  same  kind  of  watch 
as  his;  and  the  chain  I  bought  and  presented  to  him  myself. — 
Qufstian.  What  was  the  condition  of  the  crystal  of  the  watch 
when  you  found  it? — Answer.  Around  tlie  edges  it  looked  like 
it  had  been  a  little  melted ;  not  a  great  deaJ,  but  was  broken  and 
mashed  flat  down  on  the  face  of  the  watch.    It  was  not  melted 
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except  around  the  edge  of  the  circle.  L  could  see  through 
it  aiid  sec  the  hands.  Witness  further  testified:  My  brother 
was  boarding  at  No.  314  North  Eulaw  Slreft,  with  David 
Arden.  Mr.  Arden  is  married  to  the  mother  of  my  hrother*s 
wife.  When  1  parted  witli  tny  brother  on  the  corner  of  the 
streets  as  stated,  he  said  to  me  he  was  going  home  to  dinner, 
then  he  would  go  out  to  his  place,  where  he  woiil'I  be  at  work 
tintil  late.  ITc  did  not  think  he  would  be  back  homt-  before 
eight  o'clock.  I  was  a  stranger  in  this  city  at  that  time;  had 
been  here  about  two  months ;  was  not  engaged  in  any  business 
at  all;  I  came  to  Baltimore  to  sec  the  city  and  to  travel;  1  also 
expected  to  be  in  business  soon  with  my  brotlier,  in  comicc- 
tion  with  his  indta-ruhbcr  invention.  I  remciubcr  exactly  tlie 
time  1  went  down  tu  my  buarding-house  lliat  evening.  It 
was  before  supper;  I  was  tliere  at  supper.  After  supper  I 
went  up  into  my  room  at  my  boarding-house,  where  I  spent 
an  hour  and  a  half  or  two  hours,  and  then  came  down  and 
met  Mrs.  Parsons,  my  landlady,  and  spent  tlie  retnaindef  of 
the  evening  in  the  parlor,  and  at  the  usual  time  retired  to  bed. 
1  did  not  leave  the  boarding-hoiise  that  evening. 

i'Viliiam  Lowndes. — I  am  the  son  of  Andrew  J.  Lowndes,  and 
reside  with  my  father  on  the  York  road;  frequently  saw  Mr. 
Goss  at  the  cottage.  He  told  me  that  he  carried  on  his  india- 
rubber  investigations  in  the  cellar.  He  never  let  mc  in  there. 
I  went  into  the  room  above  tlie  cellar.  1  saw  in  there  a  little 
pipe  connecting  with  a  can  which  he  had,  and  he  put  a  little 
water  in  the  can,  and  made  fire  in  the  stove,  and  said  he  pro- 
duced steam  to  cook  his  rubber  with,  which  was  in  the  cellar 
underneath.     That  is  all  he  would  tell  me  about  his  rubber. 

iVilliam  E.  Vddirsi>ok. — I  reside  at  Ko.  167  Conway  Street 
By  trade  I  am  a  smith  and  edge-lool  maker:  formerly  a  teacher 
of  fine  arts.  Have  resided  in  Haltiniore,  in  the  same  house, 
eight  years.  I  have  known  WinfieUl  Scolt  Goss  some  five  or 
six  years.  On  the  afternoon  of  the  fire  I  met  with  him  about 
two  o'clock,  and  proceeded  with  him  to  the  house  occupied  by 
him,  situated  near  the  York  road,  where  we  spent  tlit  after- 
noon and  portion  of  the  evening  together.  I  have  been  there 
fre(|ucntly  before  this  time.  He  was  engaged  in  jicrfecting  the 
invention  of  a  substitute  for  india-rubber.    He  had  his  vat  in 
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the  cellar,  and  forced  the  Imt  air  or  sleam  from  the  stove  in 
iht  room  over  llic  cellar,  tlirough  a  pipe  running  through  the 
fliior  into  a  chest  in  the  cellar.  His  work-room  for  gliding 
looking-glass  frames  was  in  tlie  tiorthcast  room  of  the  house. 
He  anil  I  were  butli  in  tile  cellar  that  afternoon.  It  was  nearly 
half-past  eight  o'clock  that  evening  when  I  left  the  house  (or 
the  purpose  of  procuring  a  lamp  from  Mr,  Engcl's  house,  as 
the  lamp  we  had  would  not  bLrn.  He  left  us  at  the  door  and 
closed  and  locked  it  after  us.  Uefore  we  left,  he,  F.ngel  and 
ni)!^-If  had  been  trying  to  make  the  lamp  bum.  It  was  a  very 
large  glass  lamp. — Qucsiiott.  Was  there  anything  jHssed  be- 
tween you  an<l  Mr.  Goss  when  you  left;  anything  said  by  you 
or  him,  as  to  what  you  were  going-  for? — Answer.  It  was  un- 
derstood we  were  going  for  a  lamp.  That  teas  tiic  arrange- 
ment. Witness  further  testified:  I  do  not  think  we  were 
absent  from  the  house  more  than  fifteen  minutes.  I  had  betn 
to  Mr.  EngeVs  house  before.  I  had  stopped  there  that  after- 
noon and  borrowctl  an  axe,  and  I  returned  tJie  axe  about  sun- 
set same  day.  At  that  time  I  took  supper  with  the  family. 
They  were  just  seated  at  the  table,  and  we  were  very  intimate. 
1  was  at  Mr.  Engel's  house  when  I  heard  the  alarm;  heard 
the  er>*  of  fire  from  some  one  in  the  neighborhood,  and  I 
opened  iJie  door  to  go  out  of  the  house,  ami  saw  the  light  of 
the  fire  at  the  same  time. 

The  flames  were  illuminating  the  neighborhood  then,  which 
was  within  ten  or  fifteen  minutes  from  the  time  I  had  left  Mr. 
Goss,  I  wailed  a  very  few  minutes  for  the  lamp,  and  when  it 
was  ready  I  went  out  of  the  dining-room  into  the  kitchen. 
When  1  opened  the  door  I  saw  the  reflection  of  the  light  from 
the  burning  house.  1  set  the  lamp  back  on  the  table  and  an- 
nounced to  the  family  that  the  cottage  vas  on  fire,  and  ran  across 
the  field  in  company  with  Mr.  Engcl's  son.  At  the  time  we 
arrived  the  fire  had  spread  to  such  an  extent  that  il  wa& 
impossible  to  effect  an  entrance  into  the  house  or  to  get  open 
the  door.  The  glass  was  dropping  from  the  heat,  and  the  roof 
was  in  flames  from  one  end  to  the  otlicr  before  I  reached  the 
house.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Engcl,  and  told  him  that  if  Goss  did 
not  appear  in  a  few  moments  I  would  take  it  for  granted  he 
was  in  tlie  fire,  altliough.  I  said,  it  would  not  he  safe  to  say  so 
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at  present  I  waited  a  few  moments,  antl  then  I  rcqiicstc<I  Louis 
Eiigcl  to  go  and  deliver  the  sad  tidings  to  his  wife  and  the 
family,  wfiieh  he  did.  After  the  house  had  burned  down  suffi- 
ciently, and  the  fire  had  subsided,  they  succeeded  in  finding  the 
body.  It  was  carried  to  a  barn  and  placed  in  a  box  there.  The 
next  afternoon  the  coroner  took  charge  of  it,  after  whicli  I  went 
with  the  undertaker  to  the  bam  and  hrought  away  the  body  to 
his  residence.  No.  314  North  Eutaw  Street,  from  where  it  was 
afterwards  buried.  I  recognized  it  as  IwiTig  his  body,  judging 
by  the  size  and  shape  of  the  head,  and  the  size  of  the  neck  and 
breast,  which  was  not  much  disfigured.  I  claimed  it  to  be  his 
body.  1  had  a  perfect  right  to  do  so,  I  think.  I  noticed  a 
coniiidcrable  flow  of  blood  coming  from  the  body. — Cross- 
cxojftinaiioTt  by  Mr.  WalOs. — Mr.  Goss  and  I  married  sisters. 
I  married  into  the  family  in  the  fall  of  1865;  had  not  known 
Mr.  Goss  prior  to  tliat  lime.  I  am  employed  by  the  firm  of 
Dukei  &  Bro.  as  an  edge-tool  maker  and  a  smith.  Previous 
to  the  war  I  was  engaged  in  teaching  penmanship,  and  fine 
painting  in  oil,  in  Pennsylvania.  I  had  an  interest  with  Mr. 
Goss  in  the  manufacture  of  his  substitute  for  india-rubber. 
That  was  the  object  of  my  going  out  lo  the  cottage  with  him. 
He  had  not  yet  made  an  effort  to  procure  a  patent.  He  told 
me  ifiat  if  I  would  devote  a  portion  of  my  time  with  him,  and 
furnish  some  capital,  I  should  have  a  share  in  the  invention. 
I  furnished  him  $2ix)  up  to  that  time.  My  wages  are  from  $13 
to  $22  a  week.  My  time  contributed  was  in  keeping  him  com- 
pany. Mr.  Goss  had  specimens  o£  his  substitute  for  rubber, 
wliich  he  exhibited.  They  were  cut  in  square  chunks,  as 
rubber  usually  is,  and  he  was  in  the  habit  of  carrying  them 
about  with  him.  On  the  afternoon  of  the  fire,  I  went  out 
there  with  him,  as  he  told  nie  he  had  sonic  very  nice  samples, 
and  he  wa.s  g<Mng  to  work  on  some  that  afternoon.  I  knocked 
f>ff  work  that  aftcmdon  for  the  purpose  of  going  out  with  him. 
We  walked  out  to  the  intersection  of  Cliarlcs  Street  with  the 
\Vaverl>-  street  cars,  and  rode  out  as  far  as  Wavcrly.  At 
Wavcriy,  Mr.  Goss  bought  a  half-pint  of  whiskey  and  a  gallon 
of  coal  oil.  which  we  took  to  the  cottage,  and  about  a  quart 
of  tlie  oil  was  put  in  the  lamp.  We  stopped,  on  our  way,  at 
Mr.  Engel's  house,  where  I  borrowed  an  axe.    My  purpose 


En  getting  the  axe  was  to  cut  a  littlv  wood  to  make  a  fire  to 
heat  up  the  house  and  heat  the  stove,  in  order  thai  we  might 
spend  the  evening  in  a  warm  room.  From  Eiigel's  house  we 
went  to  the  cottage,  where  I  proceeded  to  make  a  fire.  He 
filled  the  vessel  on  the  stove  with  water,  for  the  purpose  of  rais- 
ing a  little  hot  air  or  steam  in  the  vat  which  was  in  the  cellar. 
Occasionally,  he  would  go  into  the  cellar  to  sec  how  the  pre- 
paration was  working.  I  remained  in  the  room  on  the  floor 
above.  I  was  in  all  (he  rooms  that  afternoon,  but  most  of  the 
time  in  the  room  where  the  stove  was.  It  was  a  cold  day.  and 
there  was  same  snow  on  the  ground.  Ahout  sunset,  I  went 
back  to  Mr.  Engcl's  house  for  the  puqjosc  of  returning  the 
axe.  I  remained  there  about  half  an  hour.  Mr.  Gottlieb 
Enge!  then  went  with  me  back  to  the  cottage.  Goss  unlocked 
the  door  and  let  us  into  the  house.  Mr.  Goss  visited  the  cellar 
once  or  twice  after  that.  Mr.  Engel  and  I  remained  in  the 
room  where  the  stove  was.  The  lamp  did  not  bum  well;  ap- 
parently the  wick  was  wet  Mr.  Engcl  left  the  house  with  me 
for  the  puqiosc  of  going  and  getting  a  lamp.  We  left  Mr. 
Goss  in  the  dark,  with  only  the  iiglit  of  the  stove.  I  believe 
there  was  a  little  piece  of  candle  there  that  he  had  been  using. 
I  heard  the  cry  of  fire  before  I  left  the  Engel  house.  When 
I  got  to  the  cottage  the  flames  had  burst  through  the  windows, 
and  had  thoroughly  spread  over  the  roof.  All  the  rooms  were 
apparently  full  of  flame  and  smoke.  I  spoke  to  nobody  but 
the  Engtls  of  my  aus|)itions  that  niy  brother-in-law,  Mr.  tioss, 
might  be  in  the  flames.  There  was  no  one  else  there  that  I 
knew  until  Mr.  Lowndes  was  pointed  nut  to  me.— Mr.  Waiiis. 
In  the  name  nf  Heaven,  if  a  man  is  burning  up,  do  you  have 
to  be  introduced  before  yoii  will  ask  for  assistance  in  pulling 
out  the  buniing  man? — Uddcrzook.  I  claim  that  I  performed 
my  duty  by  sending  a  message  to  the  family.  Witness  con- 
tinued. I  returned  to  the  city  (Raltimorc)  about  eleven  o'clock 
tliat  night.  1  went  first  to  No.  314  Nortli  Eutaw  Street,  where 
Mrs.  Goss  resided.  After  I  left  Mrs.  Goss,  I  approached  a 
police  officer  on  the  street  and  made  known  to  him  the  nature 
of  the  accident  that  had  occurred,  and  e.xplained  to  htm  that 
T  believed  it  was  caused  hy  the  explosion  of  a  coal-nil  lamp. 
Wc  went  into  a  tobacconist's,  and  I  gave  him  the  details.    The 
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ckrk  in  the  tobacconist's  store  wrote  the  statement  down.  I 
asked  tlic  officer  if  he  thouglit  we  would  have  time  to  have  it 
published  ttiat  night  He  said  he  thought  we  would  if  it 
reached  the  newspaper  ofiice  before  two  o'clock.  I  was  anxious 
to  have  this  get  into  the  newspapers  the  next  morning. 

Andrnv  J.  Lotvndcs. — The  burned  cottage  was  my  property. 
It  was  a  light  frame  building,  Mr.  Goss  applied  to  me  in  the 
summer  or  autumn  of  1871  to  rent  the  house,  as  it  was  then 
vacant.  I  reluctantly  consented  to  let  it  to  him.  That  waR 
my  first  meeting  with  liim.  Mr.  Goss  was  a  large,  full-chested 
man.  I  was  at  the  fire.  After  the  house  was  pretty  much 
consumed,  my  attention  was  first  called  to  the  suspicion  of 
there  being  anybody  in  tlic  5re,  by  a  man  whom  I  did  not 
know  at  the  time,  but  at  the  inquest  I  learned  it  was  Mr. 
Udderzook.  I  saw  die  charred  remains  after  they  were  taken 
from  the  fire.  They  were  very  much  burned,  Tlie  chest  had 
been  lacerated  in  being  drawn  out.  The  face  was  partly 
burned  and  a  great  deal  defaced.  The  hcatl  seemed  to  be 
whole.  It  appeared  to  be  the  body  of  a  large  man. — Cross- 
examined  fry  Mr.  Wallis.  Mr.  Goss  wanted  to  rent  the  house 
to  perfect  some  discover)-  or  invention  of  his  own,  I  first  de- 
clined to  rent  to  him.  He  subsequently  apphcd  through  an- 
other person,  and  I  finally  yielded  to  his  request.  He  was  to 
pay  $10  a  month  rent.  It  was  let  monthly.  I  think  he  had 
it  four  or  five  months-  At  the  time  of  the  fire,  when  I  first 
went  to  the  burning  buikling,  there  was  no  other  one  there 
except  my  son,  who  went  with  me.  1  heard  no  noise,  no 
cries,  no  explosion.  In  ten  or  tiftecn  minutes  a  consi<lerable 
number  of  persons  had  gathered  there.  After  the  house  was 
mostly  consumed,  1  was  leaning  against  the  fence,  conversing 
with  some  neighbors,  when  Mr.  Udder/ook  came  up  to  me, 
somewhat  solemnly,  and  said,  "I  think  he  is  in  the  house." 
I  turned  to  him  and  said,  "Who  is  in  the  house?"  He  re- 
plied. "  Mr.  Goss."  I  s^d,  "  Can  it  be  possible  Mr.  Goss  is 
in  the  house?"  I  asked  who  he  was,  and  he  said  he  was  the 
brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Goss.  T  said  to  him,  "Is  it  possible 
that  you.  knowing  Mr.  Goss  was  tn  there,  have  not  given  the 
alarm  before?"  His  reply  was  that  he  had  been  looking  for 
Mr.  Goss;  failing  to  find  him,  he  felt  sure  he  must  be  in  the 
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bouse  and  burned  up.  I  said  to  him,  "  Sir,  you  might  luvc 
alarmed  the  whole  neighborhood ;  wc  would  rather  liave  had 
a  fal.sc  alann,  iJian  for  a  hutiiaii  being  to  be  burned  up  alive." 
At  the  time  Mr.  Udderzook  gave  tins  inloniialion  there  was 
nothing  standing  of  the  building  but  a  few  scantling.  The 
roof  ha<l  fallen  in;  the  sides  and  chimney  had  fallen. 

Mrs.  Elisa  IV.  Coss. — EKaniiiiation  by  her  counsel,  Mr. 
Whitney.  I  am  tlie  widow  of  Winfieid  Scott  Gom.  Hail  been 
married  nine  years.  The  fir^t  information  I  received  of  my 
husband's  death  was  between  nine  and  ten  o'clock  the  niglit  of 
the  fire.  This  was  from  Louis  Mngcl,  who  had  cOnic  from  the 
fire.  Later  that  night,  my  brother-in-law,  Mr.  Udderzook, 
tnade  me  aware  of  the  fact  of  my  husband's  death.  His  body 
was  brought  home  the  next  evening.  I  Tceognixe*!  it  as  my 
husband'.s  body,  by  tlie  very  feiH  neck,  fidl  throat,  an<l  broad 
shoulders.  I  cut  off  a  small  (piantity  of  hair  to  preseri'e.  but 
a  few  days  aftcm'ards  1  foimd  it  reduced  to  powder.  My  hus- 
band was  formerly  in  the  looking-glass  and  gilding  business. 
He  was  also  getting  up  a  patent  for  a  rn'okHn^  handle  screvj- 
drircr. — Cross-examined.  My  husband  was  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  a  substitute  for  india-rubber.  He  kept  llic 
secret  of  it  entirely  to  himself. 

Rci'.  Richard  Ftdlir. — Mr.  Goss  was  a  member  of  the  church 
of  which  I  was  pastor  in  i860.  He  removed  out  West  some 
time  after  that,  and  1  have  not  seen  him  since.  I  ofliciatcd  at 
his  funeral.  I  am  acquainted  with  his  brotlicr,  A.  C.  Goss. 
He  is  a  member  of  the  church  of  which  I  am  now  pastor. — 
CrMS-exatnittation.  A.  C.  Goss  became  a  member  of  my  church 
immediately  after  the  funeral  of  hie  brother. 

Mrs.  Sarah  .'Irditi. — I  am  the  mother  of  Mrs.  Goss.  The 
last  lime  1  saw  my  son-in-law,  Mr,  Goss,  alive,  was  between 
twelve  and  one  o'clock,  the  day  of  the  accident.  He  was  then 
at  home,  at  dinner.  I  never  saw  him  again  until  his  corpse 
was  brcmghl  into  the  house.  I  saw  the  body,  very  much  char- 
red; could  not  recognize  any  features.  I  saw  sufficient  to 
satisfy  mc  who  it  was.    I  had  no  doubt  about  it  at  all. 

Dcfid  Ardcn. — I  am  step-fatlicr  of  Mrs.  Goss,  She  was  liv- 
ing at  my  house.  I  first  saw  the  corpse  of  Mr.  Goss  at  the 
inquest.    So  far  as  the  shape  uf  the  liead  and  neck  and  cliest 
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are  concerned,  it  corresponded  with  him. — Cross-examinci.  It 
looked  like  a  piece  of  coke;  it  was  alt  charred ;  you  could  recog- 
nize no  features.  Tliere  was  nothing  peculiar  about  the  chest 
otherwi^  than  that  it  was  a  full  neck  and  [ull-chested  man. 
Cottlirb  Engrl. — I  reside  out  on  Uie  York  road.  I  went  with 
Mr.  Udderzook  to  the  cottage  the  evening  of  the  fire.  I  was  in 
the  south  room  only.  While  we  were  there  Mr.  Goss  called  to 
Udderzook  to  bring  hiui  a  light  They  tried  to  light  the  coal- 
oil  lamp,  but  it  would  not  bum.  I  said  to  them  I  could  fix  it 
by  turning  the  wick,  but  Mr.  Goss  saiii  it  was  dangerous.  Mr. 
Udderzook  and  I  went  to  my  house  for  another  lamp.  My 
mother  got  a  lamp,  and  we  were  ready  to  go  l)ack  when  wc 
discovered  the  cottage  was  on  fire.  I  went  to  the  fire,  hut  re- 
turned home  before  the  body  was  found.  Mr.  Udderzook 
came  to  our  house  after  tlie  fire  was  over  and  said  they  bad 
found  the  body.  When  he  came  into  the  house  he  burst  into 
tears,  covered  his  face  with  a  handkerchief,  and  trembled  so  he 
could  scarcely  speak. — Cross-€xan\i»i:d.  I  had  known  Mr. 
Goss  about  six  months,  Mr.  Goss  and  Mr.  Udderzook  were 
at  our  place  at  about  three  o'clock  that  afternoon.  Mr.  Goss 
invited  nie  to  conic  to  the  cottage  and  see  him  that  evening. 
After  that  he  and  Udderzook  went  to  the  cottage.  About 
supper-time  I  saw  Udderzook  again-  He  came  to  return  an 
axe,  and  took  supper  with  us.  After  supper  he  and  I  went  to 
the  cottage.  Mr.  Goss  unlocked  the  door  and  let  us  in.  There 
wan  a  cn.i]-nil  laniji  burring  in  the  room  we  went  into.  Mr, 
G<')BB  t)rougIit  l!u'  l:tmp  nnt  of  a  niom  where  it  was  and  put 
it  in  llie  southeast  room.  I  was  in  only  two  rooms  that  night, 
the  southeast  and  smithwest  rooms.  Mr.  Goss  went  into  the 
northt-ast  ruoin  a  couple  of  limes  while  I  was  at  the  cottage, 
and  closed  the  door  behind  him  each  time  he  went  into  that 
room.  He  took  llie  lamp  with  him  each  time.  When  he  came 
out  of  that  room  at  one  time,  he  said  something  about  a  fortune 
— something  about  wishing  he  had  his  fortune.  While  Goss 
was  taking  the  lamp  from  one  room  into  the  other,  (he  light 
went  out-  Goss  then  called  to  Udderzook  to  bring  him  a  light 
ITdderzook  first  took  a  lighted  paper,  but  it  went  out  Then 
he  lighted  a  stick,  and  with  it  lighted  a  piece  of  tallow  candle 
three  or  four  inches  long.     Gosa  tried  to  light  the  lamp  with 
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the  candle,  but  from  some  cause  it  would  not  light  I  was 
sunding  a  few  feet  off,  and  said  to  ihem  it  could  bv  fixed  by 
turning  tlic  wick.  Goss  said,  "  N'o,  coal  oil  is  very  dangerous." 
I  oHered  to  get  a  lamp,  and  aslcw)  Goss  to  go  over  with  iiic  and 
gtt  liis  supper.  Goss  rc(u5c<l,  and  said  Udderzook  should  go 
with  me  as  company.  [  said  1  could  go  by  myself,  but  I  had 
nothing  against  Mr.  Udderzook "s  going  with  me.  When  we 
went  out,  Goss  locked  llie  door  alter  us.  He  had  no  light 
when  we  left,  but  there  was  a  lalluw  candle  lliere  on  the  work- 
bench. We  walked  over  leisurely  and  remained,  wailing  for 
the  lamp  to  be  got  ready,  ten  minutes  or  longer.  I  heard  no 
alarm  of  Brc.  but  when  I  went  out  on  the  porch  1  saw  tlie 
reflection  of  the  dames,  and  then  walked  to  the  end  of  the 
porch  and  saw  the  cottage  was  on  lire.  We  all  stood  and 
looked  for  awhile,  and  then  ran.  My  brother  Louis  startetl 
first  I  reached  the  fence  before  Udderzook  did,  and  waited 
there  until  he  had  time  to  catch  up  with  me;  then  wc  went 
togetlier  to  the  fire.  Wc  walked  the  rest  of  the  way.  Udder- 
zook and  I  remained  together  until  (he  house  was  burned 
down.  iJeforc  I  left  to  go  home  he  asked  nic  to  point  out  Mr. 
Lowndes  to  him,  which  I  did. 

At  this  stage  of  the  trial,  a  little  evidence  was  tntrodticed  in 
support  of  the  general  reputation  for  tnnh  and  veracity  of  A. 
C.  Goss  and  of  Udderzook.  Plaintiff's  counsel  then  read  to 
the  jurj-  the  correspondence  between  the  insurance  companies 
and  Mrs,  Goss.  through  their  respective  counsel,  relative  to  an 
exhumation  and  examination  of  the  charred  remains  wluch 
had  been  buried  as  those  of  Goss. 

Plaintiif  here  rested. 

Mr.  Hinckley  presented  tlie  opening  statement  of  defendants 
to  tlie  jury. 

A.  11.  Barnits. — 1  am  a  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Assistant 
Treasurer  in  Baltimore.  I  am  familiar  with  the  personal  ap- 
pearance of  Winlield  Scott  Goss.  Have  a  vivid  recollection 
of  him  at  this  time.  In  ordinary  conversation  he  disclosed  his 
teeth,  which  were  very  good  and  regular.  After  his  alleged 
death  I  went  to  see  what  I  supposed  would  be  his  remains.  I 
called  at  his  residence  in  Eutaw  Street,  and  was  shown  the 
corpse  a&  it  lay  in  the  coffin.    I  could  see  no  point  of  resem- 
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lilance  between  Mr.  Goss  atid  the  coqise.  I  saw  the  head  and 
neck.  It  was  perfectly  cliarrcd  and  burned,  so  I  could  not 
recognize  it  as  Goss  or  as  anybody  else. — Crifss-cxammalian. 
I  speak  of  his  lectli  being  good  and  regular,  from  what  casual 
observation  I  made. 

Charles  Hahn. — I  am  a  book-keeper  in  the  National  Me- 
chanics' Kank.  Winfield  S.  Goss  made  his  first  deposit  in  this 
Ijank  June  17th,  1871,  and  Iii.s  last  dcpc^sit  wa.s  on  the  follow- 
ing January  lyth,  1872.  He  Icfl  his  hook  al  the  bank  to  be 
balanced,  an<l  it  was  balance<t  and  returned  to  Iiim  with  his 
checks  on  the  31st  of  January,  1872.  The  balance  dne  him 
was  $365.75.  He  presented  a  dieck  for  the  exact  amount  of 
the  balance,  on  the  first  day  of  Febrtiary,  which  was  cashed. 

John  IV.  Langlcy. — f  am  Baltimore  agent  for  the  Continental 
Life  InsuraiiCL'  Company  of  New  York.  I  knew  Mr.  Goss  b^^- 
fore  he  came  to  Ualtimare;  knew  him  in  Na.shvil!e,  Tennessee, 
Goss  nict  nic  one  day  on  Baltimore  Street,  and  insisted  upon 
going  to  see  sonic  portraits.  I  went  with  him  into  a  pho- 
tographer's, where  I  reluctantly  consented  to  a  silting  for  a 
picture.  I  sat  in  a  chair,  while  Goss  stood  behind  mc.  and  in 
that  way  our  pirlnres  were  Uken.  I  am  qnite  familiar  with 
his  personal  appearance;  I  remember  him  as  a  heavy-built, 
nmscular  man;  dark  curly  hair,  and  wore  a  mustache  and 
heard.  I  fret|ucntly  noticed  his  teeth.  They  were  unusually 
fine,  regular,  and  white.  It  was  a  feature  which  exhibited  it- 
self in  his  ordinary  conversation.  He  had  a  laigc,  open 
mouth,  and  when  talking  would  disclose  his  teeth  distinctly. 
Mr.  Goss  came  into  my  <vffice  with  a  sample  of  what  he  termed 
a  substitute  for  india-rubber.  It  was  a  s<nure  piece  of  ordhiary 
india-nibbcr.  He  showed  it  to  me  and  offered  me  a  partner- 
ship interest  in  the  business  o(  its  manufacture,  if  I  would  put 
in  a  certain  amoiint  of  money.  He  asserted  the  sample  to 
be  his  manufacture,  and  said  that  he  had  shown  it  to  New 
York  rubber  men,  and  they  could  not  distinguish  between  it 
and  genuine  ndjber.  I  found  that  1  could  not  see  any  differ- 
ence. He  said  to  nie  that  one  of  the  con.stituent  elements  of 
its  mantifacture  was  sea-water. 

A.  R.  Carter. — \  have  been  agent  for  the  Continental  Life 
Insurance  Company.    Mr.  Goss  came  iato  our  office  one  day 
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ia  the  month  of  December,  1871,  and  exhibited  a  sample  of 
what  he  said  was  a  substitute  for  india-rubber,  which  he  said 
he  was  manufacturing.  He  handed  it  to  me.  It  was  about 
three  inches  long  and  an  inch  and  a  half  thick.  I  said  to  him 
it  looked  and  felt  and  smelled  like  india-rubber.  He  said 
there  was  not  a  particle  of  india-rubber  in  it,  but  was  made 
from  materials  which  he  got  out  of  Chesapeake  Bay.  I  satis- 
fied myself,  by  pressing  it  with  my  hands  and  by  its  odor,  that 
it  was  a  piece  of  genuine  india-rubber,  and  told  him  so.  He 
would  not  allow  me  to  cut  it. 

Mary  A.  Parsons. — I  reside  at  No.  41  North  Calvert  Street, 
and  was  keeping  the  boarding-house  in  which  Mr.  A.  C.  Goss 
lived  at  the  time  of  the  fire.  I  distinctly  recollect  that  evening. 
Mr.  A.  C.  Goss  was  not  at  supper  in  my  house  that  evening. 
After  tea  I  was  in  my  parlor  as  usual,  and  stayed  there  until 
after  nine,  when  I  went  to  my  dining-room.  Mr.  Goss  was 
not  in  the  parlor  then.  When  I  returned  to  the  parlor,  Mr. 
Goss  was  in  there.  Mine  ts  a  small  table,  tt  only  seats  twelve. 
I  always  preside  at  the  table.  The  next  morning  we  had  a 
conversation  about  this  catastrophe,  and  in  talking  it  over  we 
noticed  the  fact  that  Mr.  Goss  was  not  at  supper  that  evening, 
and  wondered  where  he  was.  My  mind  is  clear  on  that  fact. — 
Cross-examined.  I  saw  Mr.  Goss  between  half-past  nine  and 
ten  o'clock  that  evening.  I  looked  at  the  dock  as  I  passed  out 
and  into  the  parlor.  I  should  not  have  thought  of  these  facts 
but  that  the  next  morning-,  my  attention  having  been  called  to 
them,  we  commented  upon  Mr.  Goss  not  having  been  to  sup- 
per the  night  before,  and  wondered  where  he  was. 

Miss  Mamie  Parsons. — 1  am  step-daughter  of  preceding  wit- 
ness; was  living  with  her  the  night  she  has  spoken  of.  The 
first  time  I  saw  Mr.  Goss  that  evening  was  at  about  half-past 
nine  o'clock.  I  was  sitting  in  the  parlor  wheit  he  entered. 
The  morning  of  that  day  he  had  made  an  engagement  to  spend 
the  evening  with  me;  afterwards  he  left  a  written  message  for 
me,  saying  that  he  had  to  meet  his  brother.-In  consequence  of 
which  he  would  be  unable  to  return  until  rather  late  in  the 
evening,  and  was  sorry  he  had  to  break  his  engagement  He 
was  at  dinner  with  us  that  day.  I  was  at  supper  with  my 
mother  that  evening;  Mr.  Goss  was  not  present.    When  he 
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catiie  into  tli<  parlor  at  half-past  nine  that  evening,  I  said  to 
!iim,  "You  are  back  sooner  than  you  expected?"  He  an- 
swereiJ,  "  Yes."  1  am  fixed  in  my  recollection  tJiat  tliis  was  on 
the  night  of  the  fire,  and  of  tlie  supposed  death  of  Mr.  Goss's 
brother. — Cross-examiualinn.  The  note  was  written  rac  the 
same  day  he  made  the  engagement  I  did  not  receive  it  until 
about  six  o'clock,  after  1  liad  gone  into  the  parlor.  It  was 
lying  on  llie  mantel,  and  sume  one  in  the  parlor  called  my 
altenlion  to  it.  Mr.  Goss  left  my  mother's  house  the  next 
evening,  and  ceased  boarding  there. 

Mrs.  E,  M.  Dudley. — I  reside  at  No.  41  North  Calvert  Street. 
at  the  house  of  Mrs,  Parsons;  have  resided  there  four  years.  I 
am  principal  in  one  of  the  primary  schools  in  the  city  of  Balti- 
more. My  recollection  goes  back  to  the  time  when  this  affair 
took  place,  which  is  said  to  have  resulted  in  the  death  of  Mr. 
W.  S.  Goss.  Owing  to  circumstances,  I  remember  it — the 
circumstances  impressing  it  more  deeply  on  my  mind.  Tlie 
next  day  aflcr  the  fire  being  Saturday,  and  I  being  away  from 
school,  I  wa-t  in  the  parlor  about  half-past  nine  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  I  am  not  there  on  other  days.  A  note  was  broupltt 
in  for  Mr,  Goss,  saying  that  his  brother  had  been  burned  in 
the  fire  the  night  before.  Some  one  of  us  remarked  at  the 
time  that  Mr.  Goss  was  not  at  home  to  tea  the  night  before. 
I  was  myself  at  supper  there  the  evening  before.  I  can  say 
positively  that  Mr.  Goss  was  not  there.  His  place  at  the  table 
was  opposite  to  mine,  so  tliat  I  could  not  help  seeing  whether 
he  was  there  or  not 

Dr.  John  Tkom. — I  am  a  veterinary  sur^on,  and  have  a 
livery  stahle.  I  was  applied  to  immediately  after  dinner,  on  the 
day  of  the  fire,  by  a  man  whom  1  did  not  know  at  the  time, 
who  wanted  to  hire  a  horse  and  buggy  for  thai  evening,  to  go 
to  Greenmoont  Cemetery.  I  asked  him  his  name.  He  said 
his  name  was  A.  C.  Ardeu.  and  that  he  lived  at  314  North 
Eutaw  Street — Question.  Have  you  seen  that  person  since? — 
Ansnxr.  He  is  before  me  now.  [The  witness  identifies  A.  C. 
Goss  as  the  man,]  He  came  ahmit  dusk  and  got  the  horse  and 
buggy,  and  remained  out  with  it  until  twenty  or  thirty  minutes 
after  nine  o'clock.  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  about  the 
identity  of  the  man. — Cross-txammed,    When  he  came  back 
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he  |:3vc  my  man  a  pair  of  buckskin  gloves.  I  saw  \tr.  Gr)S5 
after  that,  and  said  to  bim  that  my  man  had  a  pair  of  buckskin 
gloves,  and  I  desired  to  know  if  he  came  by  them  rc^larly — 
if  tlicy  liad  been  given  Iiim,  as  he  claimed  they  were.  I  had 
but  that  one  horse  out  that  night,  and  I  waited  for  it  to  return 
before  I  went  to  bed-  I  looked  at  tlic  clock  when  he  came 
back  to  llie  stable 

Jamt-s  Gilray. — At  the  time  of  which  Dr.  Thorn  has  just  been 
speaking.  I  was  in  his  employ  as  groom.  I  recoHect  the  hire 
of  the  buggy.  I  noticed  the  man  at  the  time.  [Witness  identi* 
fied  A.  C.  Goss  as  the  man  who  "  looked  like  him,  biil  could 
not  say  positively."]  He  drove  out  witli  tlie  horae  aliout  seven 
o'clock  and  returned  about  nine  o'clock.  He  went  down  in 
t!ic  yard  a  piece  and  then  came  back  and  said  to  me,  "  Here 
is  a  pair  of  gloves,  you  may  have  tlicm." 

lames  S.  McFarland. — I  am  an  officer  of  tfie  Ilaltimt)rc  police. 
Between  eleven  and  twelve  o'clock  on  the  nig;ht  of  the  fire, 
myself  and  Officer  Hughes  were  stamling  at  the  comer  of 
Madison  and  Futaw  strerls,  when  a  man  .ippniached  ns,  ask- 
ing if  we  wanted  a  report  for  tlie  newspapers.  He  then  related 
to  us  the  incident  of  the  fire,  saying  that  his  l)rother-in-law, 
W,  S.  Goss.  had  been  experimenting  in  some  patent  gum  in- 
vention, when,  through  the  explosion  uf  an  oil  lamp,  or  some 
chemicals  he  was  using,  tlic  fire  and  death  resulted.  Wc  went 
into  a  tobacconist's,  where  the  store  clerk  wrote  down  the 
statement  as  related  by  Mr.  Uddcr»)ok.  The  night  rejiorters 
are  in  tlic  habit  of  visiting  the  police  stations  for  news  items, 
and  this  statement  was  given  to  one  of  them. — OfRccr  Ckas.  E. 
Hitglws  coFTuboratcd  the  statement  of  Officer  Mcl'arland. — 
SfKob  Wright,  the  tobacconist's  clerk,  testified  to  writing  <iown 
the  statement  for  publication  as  Udderzook  had  related  it  to 
him 

John  C.  Smith. — I  reside  near  where  the  fire  occurred.  When 
I  reached  the  fire,  the  house  had  fallen  in.  I  had  been  there 
about  ten  minutes  when  Martin  Quinn  directed  my  attention 
to  something  in  the  embers  which  looked  liked  a  skull.  It 
was  near  the  chimney,  on  the  north  side  of  the  building.  A 
long  pole  or  i^e-hook  was  obtained,  and  7  assisted  in  dragging 
the  body  from  the  firc;    I  placed  the  body  in  a  box  and  it  was 
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taken  to  Mr.  Lownrtes"  stable.  The  next  morning,  the  first 
thing  after  J  got  up,  I  walked  over  to  the  place  of  this  occur- 
rence. During  the  night  it  had  been  snow-ing  and  I  could  see 
that  nobody  had  been  there  that  morning  before  me.  I  went 
there  to  find  Mr.  Goss's  watch  and  jewelry,  wliich  I  knew  he 
carried  on  his  person.  I  searched  very  closely  right  where 
the  body  had  been  pulled  out  the  night  before.  I  could  tell 
by  tlie  remains  of  the  chinineyj  exactly  where  this  place  was. 

I  found  some  bones,  which  I  cared  for.  I  used  a  piece  of 
iron  in  raking  and  searching,  and  examined  the  spot  very  care- 
fully. I  searched  partic\ilarly  the  spot  where  the  breast  of  the 
body  had  Iain.  There  liad  been  a  four  or  five  inch  fall  of  snow 
during  the  night,  but  the  surface  of  the  ground  was  bare  where 
the  hre  had  been.  I  placed  the  hones  with  the  body  in  the 
box  which  was  then  in  the  stable.  I  found  a  melted  glass 
bottle  among  the  embers.     This  I  brought  away  with  me. 

Martin  Quinn. — I  was  present  at  the  time  of  the  fire;  the 
flames  were  breaking  out  from  the  roof  and  the  windows  when 
I  reached  the  s]>ot.  The  building  was  all  down  when  wc  began 
looking  for  the  body.  Mr.  Lowndes  came  up  to  nic  with 
others,  and  said  to  me,  "This  man,"  meaning  Mr.  Udderzook, 
"  says  that  Mr,  Goss  must  be  in  the  fire."  I  turned  to  Mr. 
Udderzook  and  s^d,  "Do  you  say  he  is  in  the  fire?"  He 
said,  "I  am  afraid  he  is."  I  said,  "Why  didn't  you  mention 
it  IwfoTc  now,  and  we  would  have  tried  tn  save  him?"  He 
said  he  did  not  want  to  make  airy  alarm,  as  he  was  a  stranger 
al>out  there.  Tlicn  we  began  to  look  around  and  saw  some- 
thing dark  near  the  chimney.  I  pointed  to  it  and  said.  "  If  he 
is  in  the  house,  there  he  is,"  Mr.  Johnson  replied.  "  tio,  Mar- 
tin, that  must  be  his  india-rubber."  The  color  of  the  object 
was  dark.  No  one  there  ventured  to  go  in  after  it  but  Mr. 
Smith  and  me.  After  the  body  was  taken  out  we  threw  a 
bucket  or  two  of  water  on  it  to  cool  it  of?.  If  I  had  had  any 
suspicion  or  information,  when  T  got  to  the  fire,  that  there 
was  the  possibility-  of  there  being  a  man  in  the  house,  T  could 
and  would  have  broken  in  the  doors  or  windows,  and  gone 
into  tlie  house.     I  could  have  got  in  on  the  east  side. 

Pr,  James  Hardy. — T  am  a  practising  physician,  and  as  such 
have  attended  W.  S.  Goss  on  several  occasions,  in  the  fall  of 
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1870  and  spring  of  1871.  Memorandum  ertn-  in  my  book 
reads  "  May  isth.  1871.  Mr.  Goss  viiiicd:  effects  of  a  week's 
drinking  whiskey."  Tlic  next  day  I  again  visited  him  and 
found  him  suffering  symptoms  of  approaching  delirium  tremau. 
On  ail  the  occasions  I  have  had  to  prescribe  for  him  he  was 
siiffL'fing  from  tlit  effects  of  prolonged  intemperance — the  re- 
sult of  five  or  six  days'  intemperate  drinking. 

Dr.  Thfophilus  Swcte. — I  am  a  physician  in  general  practice 
in  New  York  city,  where  I  reside.  On  tiie  2Qth  day  of  January, 
1872, 1  professionally  attended  a  gentleman  who  gave  his  name 
as  W.  S  Goss,  of  Baltimore.  I  \vas  aumnioiicd  in  my  capacity 
of  police  surgeon,  and  found  him  in  the  Fifteenth  Precinct 
Station-house.  He  was  suffering  from  delirium  trcnwns.  1 
found  him  in  the  garb  of  a  gentleman,  claiming  to  be  from 
Baltimore,  and  I  prevailed  upon  the  sergeant  to  allow  nie  to 
take  him  to  his  hotel,  he  objecting  to  go  to  the  hospital,  where 
I  had  wiiihe^I  to  send  him.  T  took  him  to  the  Braitdreth 
House,  where  I  attended  liim  thai  day  and  night.  It  was  a 
slight  attack  of  delirium,  brought  on  by  several  days'  debauch, 
I  continued  to  attend  him  until  the  23d  of  January,  when  he 
was  much  better,  I  called  on  the  24th,  expecting  to  find  him 
at  the  hotel,  and  learned  that  he  had  gone,  leaving  some  memo- 
randum with  the  clerk,  telling  mc  he  would  call  at  my  office. 
He  did  not  call,  to  my  knowledge.  lie  did  not  pay  mc  for 
my  services.  My  junior  partner  had  some  correspondence 
with  him.  and  I  received  from  him  two  letters.  [Witness  pro- 
duces tlie  letters.']  Connse!  (or  the  defense  here  read  to  the 
jury  the  two  letters,  as  follows: 

OocroR — I  am  happy  to  say  that  I  am  much  improved,  but  not 
enlircly  well.  .  .  .  Please  send  inc  yo«r  bill,  and  I  will  cilh«T  see 
you  in  the  mominK  at  10  o'clock,  or  will  send.  .  .  ,  Please  make 
yoar  bill  as  reasonable  as  you  can,  as  1  have  no  more  money  than 
I  want  Yours  most  respectfully, 

W.  S.  COS5. 

Doctor — I  was  much  disappointed  in  not  getting  some  money  to 
settle  my  bill,  but  please  don't  IccI  uneasy,  (or  I  will  most  assuredly 
send  il  to  you.  I  have  received  a  dispatch  which  calls  me  to  Ptiita* 
delivhia.  b«l  hope  1  will  nol  be  detained  long,  for  I  nm  not  yel 
ttirouKh  with  my  business  here,  and  will  ioon  return.  Hojiing  that  I 
havr  not  incurred  your  ditpleasure,  and  that  I  will  meet  yoii  ap^in, 
I  remain.  Yours  most  respectfully, 

W.  S.  Goss. 
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While  I  was  in  attendance  upon  him  1  requested  Col.  George 
Ltrmnioii,  formerly  uf  HalEimurc,  tt»  see  this  patient  with  rae. 
Mr.  Goss  stated  to  nic,  in  answer  to  my  incjuirics,  that  he  had 
had  two  atniilar  attacks  previously. 

Coi  George  Lcmmon, — 1  am  a  native  anJ  for  many  years  a 
resident  of  Haltimorc.  I  have  resided  in  New  York  during  the 
last  six  or  seven  years.  Dr.  Steele,  the  preceding'  witness,  is  my 
physician  and  personal  friend.  The  doctor  toM  me  he  had 
found  a  Ballimorean  at  the  station-house,  and  had  taken  him 
to  the  Brandrcth  Hotel,  that  he  seemed  to  be  a  very  decent 
man,  and  .stig-gcsted  that  I  should  go  with  him  and  see  him. 
At  his  invitation  1  went.  I  saw  the  gentleman  he  had  taken 
there.  He  was  very  shaky  when  I  saw  him.  He  told  mc  that 
he  wag  in  business  on  North  Gay  Street,  Baltimore,  in  the 
picture-frame  and  looking-glass  business. 

Mrs.  Catherine  Smith, — I  knew  Mr.  Goss,  the  parly  supposed 
to  have  lost  his  life  at  the  fire.  Have  noticed  liini  in  conversa- 
tion and  observed  the  character  of  his  front  teeth.  He  had 
such  beautiful  white  teeth,  and  tliey  were  so  prettily  shaped 
that  I  spoke  of  it.  1  have  often  observed  his  teeth,  especially 
when  he  laughed,  and  In  ordinary  conversation.  They  were 
plain,  even,  white,  and  very  nice  shape. 

Charles  W.  Hamtll. — I  was  acquainted  with  W.  S.  Goss  pre- 
vious to  the  war,  and  have  met  him  frequently  since.  In  my 
intercourse  with  him  I  have  observed  his  front  teetli  and  noticed 
they  were  reg:ular  and  good.     I  took  particular  notice  of  them. 

Hcrtnann  Blum. — I  am  a  gilder  by  trade,  W.  S.  Goss  was 
in  my  employ  from  April,  1870,  tu  Jimc,  1871.  He  had  no 
interest  in  the  business.  His  wages  were  $15  per  week.  At 
this  time  he  had  a  fine  set  of  teeth.  He  used  to  drink  intem- 
pcrately  during  this  time.  He  became  an  habitual  drunkard 
before  he  left  my  employ, 

E.  Uoyd  Hou'ard. — I  am  a  member  of  the  medical  profession 
of  the  city  of  Baltimore;  a  Professor  of  Anatomy  in  the  Balti- 
more College,  also  Professor  of  Anatomy  in  the  College  of 
Physicians  and  Surgeons,  in  Baltimore.  I  was  present  at  the 
exhumation  of  the  body  which  had  been  buried  in  Baltimore 
Cemetery  as  that  of  W.  S.  Goss.  The  remains  were  taken  to  a 
private  room  in  the  College  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons,  where 
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&  scientific  examination  was  made.  Doctors  Mites,  Gorgas, 
aiid  Wysong  participated  with  myself  in  making  lliis  cxami- 
nation.  All  of  us  united  in  a  report  or  expression  of  opinion 
as  regards  tlic  medical  facts  we  ascertainwi  by  our  examina- 
tions.. There  was  no  difference  in  opinion  among  us  as  (o 
llic  medical  facts  stated  in  our  re|»ort.  0(  the  sixteen  teeth 
btfloni^ing  to  llie  upper  jaw,  nine  teeth  had  been  lost  before 
death;  by  that  I  mean  some  time  before  death.  There  re- 
mnined  in  the  jaw  two  teeth;  there  had  fallen  out,  since  death, 
three  teeth:  and  two  sockets,  which  had  once  conLiined  teeth, 
were  shallow,  so  tliat  it  was  uncertain  whether  these  teeth  had 
been  lost  before  or  after  death.  Nine  of  the  sixteen  teeth 
were  certainly  lost  long  before  death,  and  two  others  possibly 
were.  One  of  the  teeth  lost  from  tlie  upper  jaw  was  a  front 
tooth.  Of  the  (eeth  belonging  to  the  lower  jaw,  seven  were 
lost  long  before  death.  One  tooth  had  been  partially  de- 
stroyetl  by  disease,  one  root  of  a  tooth  and  eight  teeth  remained 
in  the  jaw.  Of  the  seven  teeth  lost  six  were  back  teeth,  ;md 
one  was  a  front  tooth,  and  the  one  of  which  the  root  only 
remained  was  a  front  tooth.  This  would  have  given  the  ap- 
pearance of  two  front  teeth  lost  from  the  lower  jaw.  Of  the 
thirty-two  teeth,  sixteen  were  unquestionably  lost  before  death, 
and  of  the  sixteen  remaining,  one  was  only  a  root  in  the 
socket.  The  crowns  of  two  of  the  front  teeth  approached  one 
another,  over  where  a  tooth  had  been  lost.  In  the  upper  jaw. 
the  palatine  canal,  which  perforates  the  roof  of  the  mouth 
just  behind  the  two  middle  front  teeth,  was  greatly  enlarged 
liy  an  abscess  which  had  existed  previous  to  death,  and  which 
abscess  communicated  with  the  diseased  cavity  of  one  of  the 
front  teeth.  The  abscess  appeared  to  have  formed  about  the 
root  of  the  tooth.  In  our  opinion,  this  abscess,  communicat- 
ing with  the  cavity  in  the  I>one,  had  absorbed  or  eaten  through 
the  bone  to  that  extent,  forming  an  t)pening  between  the 
socket  of  the  tooth  and  this  anterior  palatine  canal,  ft  must 
have  been  considerably  diseased  to  have  left  such  lesions  in 
the  bone.  It  could  not  have  been  otherwise  than  very  painful. 
Wc  judged,  from  the  facts  pointed  out,  that  the  other  teeth 
over  the  diseased  root  must  have  approached  each  other,  giv- 
ing a  crooked,  irregidar  appearance.     [Plaster  model  of  mouth 
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handed  to  witness.]  I  have  examined  this  model  before  and 
found  it  corresjionded  very  accurately  with  the  jaws  we  ex- 
amined.— Qiiestimi.  In  pointing  out  to  the  jury  Ihe  place 
where  this  tooth,  wliith  has  been  destroyed  by  caries,  and  of 
which  only  the  root  was  left,  will  you  state  the  character  of 
the  teeth  on  the  opposite  sides,  if  they  liad  been  penetrated  by 
caries,  and  how  far? — Ans^vcr.  'ITic  tooth  upon  the  one  side, 
the  left  tootii,  was  very  much  injured  by  caries,  which  ex- 
tended entirely  through  the  tooth,  so  tiiat  wc  could  pass  a  probe 
from  one  side  to  the  other,  directly  through  the  body  of  the 
tooth. 

Dr.  F.  T.  Miles. — I  am  a  Professor  of  Anatomy  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Maryland.  I  was  present  at  the  exhumation  -and 
examination  of  tlic  remains  of  the  subject  of  controversy  here. 
I  was  present  at  the  request  of  the  counsel  for  the  plaintiff. 
The  report  read  to  the  jury  was  signed  by  me.  I  concurred 
thoroughly  in  the  facts  therein  set  forth,  and  in  the  description 
of  the  teeth.  Have  heard  fully  the  statement  made  by  Dr. 
Howard  in  regard  to  the  teeth  and  condition  of  the  jawis,  and 
according'  to  my  recollection  and  examination  it  is  correct  1 
Ijave  nothing  to  add  thereto  or  subtract  therefrom  in  the  way 
of  qualification.— QKrJ*t>«.  Something  has  been  said  about 
the  fact  that,  on  the  morning  after  the  fire  took  place,  when 
the  remains  that  were  found  in  the  fire  were  in  the  barn — 
some  water  having  been  thrown  upon  them  at  the  fire  the 
night  before — there  was  found  some  blood  and  water,  which 
on  that  cold  night  had  frozen  around  the  box,  or  which,  per- 
haps, was  dripping  from  it.  Permit  mc  to  ask  you  what  that 
would  indicate,  or  whether  it  would  indicate  anjthing  in  regard 
to  the  recent  death  of  the  body? — Attsn'tr.  ft  would  indicate 
nothing  in  regard  to  such  a  body  as  that  the  remains  of  which 
1  exann'ned.  ft  is  possible  that  the  body  long  after  death, 
may  allow  the  blood  and  sanies  to  come  out  sufHcicnt  to  stain 
water  thrown  upon  it.  Taking  a  body  surrounded  with  the 
circumstances  which  have  been  related  here,  water  thrown  upon 
such  a  body,  in  the  condition  it  was,  the  appearance  of  a 
bloody  fluid  would  indicate  nothing  as  to  the  length  of  time 
that  body  had  been  dead  before  the  nccurrence. 

Dr.  Howard  recalled. — The  bloody  water  noticed  about  the 
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box  by  witnesses,  in  my  opinion,  would  give  no  positive  iodica* 
tion  in  regard  to  tlic  time  of  the  death  of  that  body.  E  do  not 
link  I  ever  had  a  subject  in  the  tlissecting-rooni  that  did  not 
bleed  readily.  The  hh)od  which  flows  from  such  bodies  is 
altered  blood,  but  gives  the  usual  red  appearance. — Question, 
«  State  whether  or  not  there  is  any  difficulty  in  obtaining  dead 
bodies  for  the  purpose  of  ntiatumira]  exami nations? — Atuwfr. 
No,  sir.  Tiler?  is  an  almost  unlimited  supply.  You  can  get 
tlicin   for  $15  to  $20  apiece,  any  tpiantity  of  them. 

Witness  funlier  testified :  I  took  some  hair  from  tlic  back  of 
the  head  of  the  remains  which  I  examined.  [Witness  produces 
the  same.] — Question.  State  whether  it  has  crumbled  into  dust 
or  powder  while  in  your  possession? — Anstvcr.  No,  sir;  it  is 
in  a  state  of  perfect  preservation.  I  have  an{jther  small  por- 
tion of  hair  which  I  took  from  tlie  back  of  the  head,  and  which 
I  have  waslied  and  examined  under  a  microscope.  I  found  it 
was  of  a  dark  color  generally.  Some  of  the  hairs  were  of  a 
very  light  shade,  although  most  of  them  were  quite  dark,  You 
will  observe  in  tliis  specimen  (producing  the  hair)  some  of 
them. are  much  lighter  than  others. 

Dr.  R.  IVysong. — I  parttci]»ated  in  the  exhumation  and  ex- 
amination of  the  remains  which  have  been  spokirn  of  by  Drs. 
Howard  and  Miles.  I  did  so  at  the  request  of  Messrs.  Whit- 
ney and  Johns,  the  counsel  for  the  plaintiff.  I  joined  in  the 
report  winch  was  made,  and  concurred  with  tlie  others  in  the 
conclusion  arrived  at  in  the  report.  I  have  heard  the  state- 
ment made  by  Prof.  Howard  and  Prof.  Miles  upon  the  witness- 
stand,  and  I  concur  with  them,  in  all  particulars,  in  what  they 
have  said  as  to  the  facts. 

Dr.  Gorgas.  one  of  the  physicians  who  united  in  the  report 
of  exhumation  and  examination  of  the  remains,  being  absent 
from  the  city,  was  unable  to  testify.  He  was  a  dentist  of  skill 
and  experience,  and  had  prepared  plaster  ca.sts  of  the  mouth, 
which  casts  or  models  were  used  by  witnesses  in  their  testi- 
mony relative  to  the  teeth.  Tbe  evidence  of  Dr.  Gorgas  not 
being  attainable.  Dr.  Robert  Arthur  was  called  by  the  defend- 
ants, and  testified  as  follows:  T  have  practised  the  profession  of 
dentistry  thirt>'-1wo  years.  [Plaster  models  of  the  mouth  of 
subject  examined,  produced  and  handed  to  witness.]      The 
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operationfi  of  nature,  after  the  loSs  of  teeth  during  life,  arc 
such  as  to  leave  it  a  matter  of  no  possible  scientific  doubt 
whether  tcetf-i  have  been  lost  before  or  alter  death,  provided 
they  have  been  lost  a  certain  time  before  deatli.  It  is  a  matter 
of  physical  dctnonstration.  Looking  at  this  model  of  the 
lower  jaw.  speaking  as  a  scientific  expert,  I  would  say  these* 
teeth  were  lost,  with  the  exception  of  the  ones  from  these  two 
cavities  [referring  to  tlic  two  which  Ihc  other  physician<^  spoke 
of  as  where  the  teeth  had  fallen  out  since  deathj,  certainly  more 
than  two  years  before  the  death  of  the  subject.  In  this  model 
of  (he  upper  jaw,  three  of  the  teeth.  I  should  say,  were  recently 
lost.  Tlie  tootli  next  to  the  front  tooth  had  been  lost,  unques- 
tionably, from  one  to  two  years.  The  absorption  seems  to 
have  been  complete,  but  the  eye  tooth  and  next  to  it  seems 
not  to  have  been  lost  so  long:;  the  absorption  lias  not  been 
completed.  J  should  infer,  from  the  small  cavities,  that  the 
front  tooth  had  been  lost  some  time  before  death.  Obviously 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  disease  here;  there  must  have  been 
much  physical  pain.  This  place  where  the  penetration  appears 
to  have  taken  place  in  tlic  roof  ctf  the  mouth,  shows  a  perfora- 
tion throujjli  the  bone  communicating  with  the  socket  of  the 
teeth.  The  teeth  must  have  been  very  much  diseased  to  have 
got  into  this  condition.  Nnl  within  my  experience  have  so 
many  teeth  been  lost  without  the  patient  suffering  great  pain, 
and  of  necessity  requiring  the  services  of  a  dentist.  In  mas- 
ticating ordinary  food;  this  person  mii.st  have  found  great 
difficulty.  He  must  have  cater  with  great  discomfort.  I 
would  not.  by  any  means,  call  this  person's  front  teeth  quite 
regular.  Teeth  that  are  absent  cnnld  scarcely  he  called  rcgtilar. 
Even  Ihc  teeth  of  the  lower  j-iw  must  have  presented  a  very 
irregular  appearance. 

Dr.  Chas.  H.  Ohr. — I  am  a  practising  physician:  have  been 
in  practice  about  forty  years;  am  at  present  the  President  of 
Ihc  Medical  and  Chirurg^cal  Faculty  of  the  State  of  Maryland. 
I  reside  in  Ctmiberland.  I  have  been  present  during  Ihc  medical 
examinations  here,  and  have  heard  the  testimony  of  Doctors 
Howard,  Miles,  and  Arthur.  [Plaster  casts  of  the  mouth  of 
the  exhumed  subject  handed  to  witness,]— Owfjiioii,  Sup- 
posing these  to  be  accurate  models  of  the  mouth  of  the  subject 
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which  was  exhumed  and  cxaminotl  b>-  those  medical  gentle- 
men, and  with  the  professional  descriptions  that  you  have 
heard,  please  tell  the  jury  whetlier  or  not  that  was  a  regular  set 
of  teeth  at  the  time  of  the  deatli  of  the  party. — Answer.  No, 
sir.  It  was  a  very  irregular  set. — Qwstion.  State  whether  or 
not  that  was  the  month  of  a  man.  in  your  judgment,  who  haul 
never  suffered  any  pain  from  his  teeth,  and  never  had  occasion 
for  a  dentist. — Atisiver.  In  my  jutlgmcnt,  he  required  the 
scrvice.s  of  a  dentist  tm  more  occasions  than  one,  and  liad 
suffered  a  ^eat  deal  of  pain  on  account  of  diseased  teeth. 
Witness  further  testiBed:  There  is  very  little  suffice  here  for 
the  process  of  mastication  or  chewing  of  food.  The  grinding 
teeth  are  not  opposite  each  other  in  such  a  way  as  to  enahte 
this  person  to  masticate  ordinary,  usual  food.  The  abscess  at 
the  roof  of  the  mouth  would  have  produced  Intense  pain. 
Looking  at  the  whole  of  that  mouth,  it  was  physically  impos- 
sible for  the  person  who  had  it  to  chew  his  ordinary  food  with- 
out pain,  and  even  with  trouble  and  pain  the  process  must 
have  been  very  imperfect. — Question-  What  is  the  effect  of 
fire  upon  human  hair? — Answer,  limught  in  contact  with 
fire,  the  hair  will  bum.  and  will  then  crumble  upon  the  slightest 
touch  or  fricrion.  so  far  as  llie  fire  has  been  applied.  When 
the  hair  has  been  heated  hut  not  burned,  it  preserves  its  integ- 
rity.— Queslion.  Have  you  ever  heard  of  a  case,  in  your  ex- 
perience, when  hair  burned  would  not  cnimblc  at  the  time 
when  it  was  handled  for  the  purpose  of  being  put  away,  but 
which  fell  to  dust  afterwards? — Anszvtr.  '  No,  sir.  In  my 
judgment  that  is  not  physically  probable.  Hair  is  not  a  good 
conductor  of  heat.  It  does  not  bum  well.  It  will  ignite,  but 
as  soon  as  it  is  beyond  the  reach  of  the  sub&taace  which  ignites 
it,  it  will  cease  to  bum. 

The  defendants  close. 

John  W.  Butler,  a  witness  for  the  plaintiff,  in  rebuttal,  sworn 
and  examined. 

I  have  known  W.  S.  Goss  since  1854.  He  was  of  an  inven- 
tive turn  of  mind.  He  mtvnted  Zfhat  he  called  a  ratchet  screw- 
drkvr,  some  years  ago.  He  called  at  my  office  some  few 
months  before  his  death  and  brought  what  seemed  to  be  a  piece 
uf  india-nibbcr.    Says  he,  "John,  I  think  I  have  got  it  at  last." 
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I  asked  him  wliat  it  was.  He  said  that  he  had  discovered  a 
sulwtancc  to  takt  the  plax^c  of  india-rubbtr  aiid  not  cost  more 
than  half  as  much.  I  asked  hiin  why  he  did  not  patent  it.  He 
said  he  did  not  care  about  pultinK  the  receipt  for  making  it 
on  file;  that  he  found  it  the  hardest  work  of  his  life  to  keep 
the  secret,  even  from  his  wife. 

A.  C.  Goss,  recalled  in  rebuttal. — I  heard  the  testimony  of 
Dr.  Thorn  in  reference  to  a  bnggy.  His  testimony  is  not  true, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  have  never  been  in  a  bugg>-  since 
I  have  been  in  Baltimore.  I  met  Dr.  Thorn  once  before  T  saw 
him  on  this  stand.  At  the  time  I  was  accosted  by  the  gentle- 
man whom  I  have  now  learned  to  be  Dr.  Thorn,  I  was  start- 
ing to  leave  Mr.  Langlcy's  office,  and  passed  near  Dr.  Thom, 
who  was  sitting  lliere  with  his  feet  on  the  stove.  He  got  up, 
extended  hts  hand,  and  offered  to  shake  hands  with  me.  He 
said.  "  My  hostler  has  a  very  fine  pair  of  buck  gauntlets,  which, 
he  says,  yon  gave  to  him.  Will  you  tell  me  if  you  gave  him 
the  gloves?"  I  told  him  I  did  not  Then  he  said.  "At  the 
time  you  got  the  buggy."  I  told  him  he  was  mistaken  in  the 
man.  He  says,  "What  is  your  name?"  I  said  "Goss  is  my 
name;  tbe  brother  of  the  unfortunate  man  who  was  burned  up." 
He  said.  "Tliat  is  not  the  name  the  party  gave  me.  He  gave 
me  hia  name  as  Philip  Raugh."  He  repeated  the  name  to  me 
three  distinct  times.  I  sat  there  a  few  moments  and  then  got 
up  and  went  home  and  spoke  to  my  family  about  this  matter. 
I  remarked  to  Mrs.  Arden;  "  I  shall  make  a  little  note  of  that, 
for  it  may  come  up  at  some  time,"  and  I  did  so  in  this  little 
book.  [Producing  the  book.]  I  made  this  little  memorandum 
at  the  time,  in  the  presence  of  Mrs.  Arden.  It  reads,  "  I  met 
Dr.  John  Thom  at  t-angley's  ofSce  to-day;  he  accused  me  of 
getting  the  horse  and  buggy  of  him  to  go  on  the  York  road. 
Me  said  the  name  T  gave  him  was  Philip  Raugh  and  not  Goss." 
— Question.  You  stated  that  you  took  supper  at  the  house  of 
Mrs.  Parsons,  that  night? — Ansiver.  Yes,  sir.  I  am  almost 
positive  I  did. — QucsHcn.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it? — 
Annver.  None  in  the  worhl. — Cross-examination.  1  have  no 
memorandum  by  which  I  can  tell  the  precise  date  when  this 
entry  was  made  in  th.it  book.  1  think  it  was  two  or  three 
weeks  after  the  fire,  when  1  had  the  interview  with  Dr,  Thom. 
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I  had  never  5«n  Dr.  Tliorn  before,  to  my  knowledgje,  and 
was  not  then  introduced  to  him.  When  I  got  home  I  ma<I« 
the  mcniorandiini,  the  same  day. — Question.  If  you  had  never 
seen  this  man  before,  and  had  never  heard  uf  liitn  before,  tell 
the  jury  how  you  t)ecamc  familiar  witli  the  fact  that  he  was 
Dr.  John  Thorn? — Answer.  1  (Iiinlc  from  what  he  told  me. — 
Question.  Mc  gave  you  his  Christian  name  as  well  as  his  other 
name? — Attsvcr.  I  think  he  told  me  thai,  or  I  would  not  have 
made  a  memorandum. — Qufsliw.  I  see  that  you  use  lanf^ag* 
which  strikes  me  as  somewhat  singular,  "  He  aecused  me  of 
getting  the  horse  and  buggy."  What  do  you  mean — what  par- 
ticular horse  and  buggy  do  you  refer  to  by  using  ihat  !an- 
gruage? — Answer.  To  the  horse  and  buggy  he  asked  me  if  I 
did  not  get  from  him. — Questtan.  It  seems  to  mc  that  a  man 
making  a  memorandum  of  tliat  sort,  who  had  never  known 
anything  about  it  before,  would  have  said,  "  Asked  me  about  a 
horse  and  buggy?" — Ansvjer.  I  felt  »tire,  when  1  got  home, 
there  was  a  plot  and  conspiracy  against  me. 

Mrs.  Ardcn,  recalled  in  rebuttal. — 1  recollect  A.  C.  Goss 
coming  to  my  house  and  making  the  memorandum  he  has  tes- 
tified to.  It  was  done  at  my  suggestion.  He  staled  to  mc 
what  ha<I  occurred. 

The  plaintiff  here  closed. 

Dr.  John  Thorn,  recalled  in  rebuttal  by  the  defense. — ^Thc 
statement  of  the  name  of  Philip  Raugh,  as  made  by  A.  C. 
Goss,  is  not  true.    I  never  before  tieard  of  that  name. 

The  defense  here  closed. 

Defendants'  counsel  submitted  prayers  covering  two  points: 
ist,  the  question  of  the  identity  of  the  body,  of  whose  burning 
evidence  lias  been  given,  with  that  of  Winficld  S.  Goss  the  in- 
sured; and  2d,  the  question  uf  fraud,  as  prcscntetl  by  the  false 
statements  made  by  Gogs  in  his  applications  for  insurance. 

The  opening  argument  for  the  plaintiff  was  made  by  H.  V. 
D.  Johns,  Ksq.  E,  Otis  Hinckley,  Esq.,  followed  in  an  argu- 
ment for  the  defendants.  These  gentlemen  spoke  with  marked 
ability  and  earnestness.  The  last  day  of  the  trial  was  devoted 
to  the  closing  arguments  of  the  distinguished  counsel,  upon 
whom  this  duty  devolved.  S.  T.  Waltis,  Esq.,  made  Ihc  con- 
cluding argument  in  behalf  of  the  insurance  companies,  and  for 
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nearly  three  hours  his  rare  eloquence  held  the  eager  attention 
of  the  jury  and  of  the  great  cruwd  of  spectators  who  had  assem- 
bled in  the  court-room.  Milton  Whitney,  Esq.,  closed  for  the 
plaintiff,  and  was  listened  to  witti  evident  pleasure  by  the  audi- 
ence, and  with  telling  effect  upon  the  jury. 

Tlic  case  finally  was  given  to  the  jury,  with  leave  granted  to 
return  a  sealed  verdict,  and  the  court  then  adjourned  to  the 
next  <lay.  After  a  deliberation  of  about  five  hours,  the  jury 
came  la  an  agreement.  They  were  nearly  unanimous  from 
the  first  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff.  The  sealed  verdict  was  duly 
read  in  court,  it  being  in  favor  of  the  plaintiff  for  the  full 
anioiint  of  the  insurance,  with  interest  added.  Defendants' 
counsel  gave  notice  of  motion  for  a  new  trial,  pending  which, 
the  court  adjourned. 

III. 

With  uninistakable  evidences  of  delight,  tlie  conspirators  saw 
tliat  they  had  almost  attained  success.  But  the  motion  for  a 
new  trial,  and  especially  the  postponement  of  the  hearing  upon 
tJiat  motion  until  the  November  term  of  court,  was  some- 
what of  a  drawback  to  their  happiness.  They  knew  that  the 
fugitive  Goss,  addicted  as  he  was  to  intemperate  habits,  was 
liable  to  betray  his  hiding-place.  Before  Udderzook  left  tlie 
court-room,  he  spoke  to  a  representative  of  one  of  the  compa- 
nies upon  the  result  of  the  trial,  and  in  reply  to  a  remark  of 
his  was  told  that  heretofore  but  little  effort  liad  been  made  to 
ascertain  the  whereabouts  of  the  missing  Goss.  Doubtless  he 
drew  the  inference  that  a  determined  search,  instituted  by  the 
insurance  companies,  would  expose  the  whole  fraud  and  con- 
vict himself  and  his  accomplices  of  perjun.-.  Well  might  they 
become  alarmed  with  such  a  contingency  staring  them  in  their 
faces!  Tlieir  efforts  to  thwart  this,  and  at  the  same  time  secure 
the  plunder  awarded  them  by  a  prejudiced  and  hostile  jury, 
resulted  in  the  tragic  events  »vliich  followcd- 

TTic  verdict  against  the  insurance  comi^anies  was  rendered 
on  the  6th  day  of  June.  1873.  On  the  30th  day  of  the  same 
month,  at  about  nine  o'clock  in  the  evening".  William  E  Udder- 
zook arrived  at  the  hotel  of  the  little  village  of  Jennervillc.  in 
Chester  County,  Pennsylvania.    Udderzook  was  well  known  in 
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that  place.  He  had  spent  his  boyhood  there,  and  his  parents 
still  resided  in  the  neighborhood.  Al  the  time  of  his  arrival 
at  tliis  hotel,  he  was  accompanied  by  a  man  whom  Udderzook 
spoke  »r  as  liis  friend,  but  did  not  mention  any  name.  He 
asked  fur  supper.  Owing  to  the  lateness  of  the  hour,  only  a 
cold  lunch  couid  be  fumislicd  thcni,  of  which  they  partook, 
and  afterwards  they  decided  to  remain  all  night.  They  were 
shown  to  a  room,  where  they  were  quartered  for  the  night, 
both  oecup>ingone  bed,  The  stranger  is  described  as  a  stout, 
full-chested,  rather  heavy-set  man,  with  dark  hair,  dark  mus- 
tache ami  side  whiskers.  He  appeared  to  be  abnm  forty  years 
of  age.  The  next  morning  Udderzook  spoke  of.his  friend  as 
being  an  invalid,  an<l  unable  to  come  to  the  break  fasl-tahtc. 
A  breakfast  was  accordingly  prepared,  which  I'ddcrzonk  took 
to  his  friend,  in  his  room.  'ITic  stranger  kept  himself  con- 
cealed from  general  observation  during  4lie  day.  Udderzook 
was  ah.s.ent  from  the  hotel  during  the  forenoon,  having  gone 
away  for  the  purpose,  as  he  slated,  of  visiting  his  mother  and 
a  married  sister  who  resided  near  by.  In  the  evening  he  came 
back  with  a  horse  and  to|>  buggy,  which  he  bad  hired  from  a 
neighboring  livery  stable,  settled  bis  hotel  bill  for  Iiimsclf  and 
his  friend,  and  then  taking  hts  companion  into  the  buj^, 
drove  away.  Near  midnight  he  returned  the  horse  and  liuggy 
to  the  livery  stable.  He  wa.-*  then  alime.  An  examimition  of 
the  huggy  next  inoming  showed  that  tlie  dash-board  and  bow- 
irons  were  broken.  An  oil-cloth  which  had  been  fastcnccl  to 
the  floor  of  the  buggy  was' mining,  as  also  were  two  blankets 
which  had  been  furnished  with  the  buggy.  The  bottom  of  the 
wagon  was  stained  with  something  which  had  the  appearance 
of  blood.  A  large  gold  seal  ring,  set  with  blond-stone,  and  a 
bone  shirt-stud,  were  found  between  the  cushions  of  the  buggy. 
A  week  afterward s*-on  Friday,  the  eleventh  of  July — a 
farmer,  who  resided  in  the  neighborhood,  was  i>assing  alcmg 
the  roadway  through  what  is  known  as  Baer's  Woods,  when 
his  attention  was  attracted  by  a  number  of  buzzards  in  the  road, 
on  the  (cnce,  and  in  the  woods.  He  thought  it  an  imiisual 
occurrence,  but  kept  on  his  way.  Returning  over  the  same 
road  soon  afterwards,  and  seeing  the  buzzards  still  there,  he 
determined  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  it.    An  examination  of 
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the  ^pot  led  to  the  discover^'  of  the  body  of  a  man,  scarcely 
covered  with  uarth,  leaves,  and  a  few  branches  of  trees. 

Information  of  this  discovery  brought  others  to  the  spot, 
and  the  mutilated  remans  were  found  to  resemble  the  stranger 
who.  a  few  days  before,  had  driven  away  in  the  buggj-  with 
Uddcrzook.  The  deputy  coroner,  with  the  assistance  ol  his 
neighbors,  made  a  careful  inquiry  into  the  mysterious  circum- 
stances. A  jury  of  inquest  was  impanelled  without  delay,  and 
upon  the  evidence  l>c(orc  it  tliey  found  ..."  "Riat  the  same 
man  (name  unknown)  came  to  his  death  between  the  hours 
of  seven  o'clock  P.  M.,  July  i,  1873,  and  eight  o'clock  A.  M., 
July  2,  1873,  from  wounds  inflicted  by  a  dirk-knifc  or  other 
sharp  instrument,  in  the  hands  of  William  E.  Udderzook.  of 
Baltimore,  Md.  ..." 

The  facts  of  Uddcrzook  having  been  principal  witness  and 
manager  of  the  occurrences  connected  with  the  fire  on  tlie 
York  Road,  coupled  with  tlie  oilier  significant  fact  that  ll:e 
remains  of  the  missing  stranger  bore  a  striking  resemblance 
to  the  description  of  Goss,  were  sufficient  to  arrest  the  atten- 
tion o!  the  insurance  companies  interested.  An  immediate 
visit  to  the  scene  of  the  murder  followed,  and  a  careful  investi- 
gation of  the  facts  was  at  once  commenced.  To  the  adjuster 
of  the  Travelers  Insurance. Company  was  assigned  the  general 
supervision  of  the  matter,  in  the  interest  of  the  companies,  and 
by  the  i8th  of  July  these  investigations  had  been  followed  up 
with  such  vigor  as  to  enable  liini  to  send  the  following  tele- 
gram: "Under  the  direction  of  the  District  Attorney,  we  have 
exhumed  and  thoroughly  examined  the  body  of  the  man 
recently  found  murdered  near  Jcnncrvillc.  All  the  measure- 
ments of  the  body,  muscular  development,  figure,  and  general 
appearance,  accurately  correspond  with  the  well-known  descrip- 
tion of  Winfield  Scott  Goss.  The  teeth  are  remarkably  good, 
regular,  even,  and  well  preser\'cd.  Tlie  remains  were  fully 
identified  by  Baltimore  citizens  who  knew  Goss  intimately 
during  his  lifetime.  A  seal  ring,  found  in  the  wagon  used  by 
Uddcrzook  on  the  night  of  the  murder,  was  to-day  identified 
by  Louis  Engcl,  of  Baltimore,  who  is  a  friend  of  the  Goss 
family,  and  who  was  a  witness  for  Mrs.  Goss  in  the  recent  in- 
surance suit.     He  unqualifiedly  declares  it  to  be  tlie  ring  worn 
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Gon;  says  he  has  seen  and  examined  it  many  times,  has 
equentiy  taJ\ei)  it  from  Goss  and  placed  it  upon  liis  own 
finger.  )Ie  described  llie  ring  perfectly  before  it  was  shown  to 
him.  TTic  evidence  is  now  complete,  except  an  analysis  o(  the 
blood-stains  on  the  wagon,  and  similar  examination  of  llie 
charred  remains  of  the  clothing  burned  by  Uddcrzook.  The 
materials  for  this  purpose,  under  seal,  arc  placed  in  the  hands 
of  Professor  E.  Lloyd  Howard,  of  Baltimore,  for  examination 
and  report  to  the  Slate  authorities," 

Udderzook  was  arrested  on  the  1 5th  of  July,  at  the  Jnsuncc 
of  the  Sheriff  of  Chester  County,  Pa.,  and  being  taken  to 
West  Chester,  was  securely  lodged  in  jaiL  flis  arrest  upon 
so  grave  a  charge  was  well  calculated  to  create  the  utmost 
consternation  among  his  numerous  friends  and  acquaintances, 
and  especially  among  those  of  the  Goss  relationship.  The 
daily  papers  were  filled  with  rumors  of  alleged  discoveries 
which  seemingly  strengthened  the  evidence  against  him.  Start- 
ling disclosures  followed  in  rapid  succession,  until  all  doubt 
was  early  removed  from  the  minds  of  tliose  who  were  best 
conversant  with  the  facts. 

Udderzook's  friends  were  equal  to  the  einergency.  His 
lieutenant,  who  in  aiiirt  had  unbhishingly  denied  "  getting  the 
horse  and  buggy,"  w&s  unceasingly  active  in  his  behalf.  They 
had  no  personal  interviews.  Alexander  Campbell  Goss  did  not 
risk  a  visit  to  Udderzook,  while  a  prisoner  in  jail,  but  he  plotted 
to  extricate  his  confederate  with  characteristic  cunning,  Tlie 
same  able  counsel  who  had  conducted  the  insurance  suit  for 
tlic  "widow"  were  soon  actively  at  work  for  Ihc  brother-in- 
law.  Strong  local  counsel  was  employed  at  West  Chester.  an<l 
the  Hon.  Wayne  Mc\''cagh,  of  Harrisburg,  was  also  retained 
to  defend  the  criminal. 

It  would  be  interesting  to  review  the  steps  which  gradually 
revealed  the  great  mass  of  evidence  which  so  completely  over- 
whelmed Udderzook  upon  bis  trial.  This  would  occupy  loo 
much  space,  however,  and  as  nearly  all  Ihc  facts  material  to 
the  unfolding  of  this  story  appear  in  the  evidence  of  witnesses 
produced  in  court,  wc  may  avoid  repetition  by  entering  at  once 
upon  the  record  of  the  trial  of  William  E.  Udderzook. 
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IV. 

On  the  2ist  of  October  (ollowing  the  finding  of  the  r 
dercd  man's  remains,  the  case  came  to  trial  at  West  Oiesler, 
Pa.,  Chief  Judge  William  Uutler,  and  Associates  Hawley 
and  Passmorc,  on  the  Bench.  For  the  prosecution  appeared 
llvn.  A.  Wangcr,  uf  West  Cliesler,  Cumitionwcaltli's  Attorney, 
and  William  M.  Hayes,  Esq.,  of  West  Chester;  and  for  the 
prisoner,  Wayne  McVeagb,  of  Harrisbu:^,  Milton  Whitney,  of 
Baltimore,  and  Joseph  Perdue,  Esq.,  of  West  Chester. 

The  clerk  read  the  first  coimt  of  the  indictment  to  the  jnry. 
The  District  Attorney.  Mr.  Wangcr,  then  made  his  opening 
statement,  wherein  a  brief  resume  of  the  case  was  laid  before 
the  jury.     We  make  the  following  extracts  therefrom: 

"On  I'riday,  the  lith  day  of  July  !ast,  the  naked  trunk  of  a 
male  human  body  was  foimd  in  Bacr's  Wootis,  between  Pen- 
ningtonville  and  Cochransvtlle,  a  lonely  and  desolate  spot, 
buried  in  a  sballnw  grave.  Ttie  limbs,  brutally  severe<l  from 
the  body,  were  found  buried  some  twenty-two  yards  distant 
The  man  had  siilc  whiskers,  was  of  a  dark  complexion,  with 
dark  eyes,  hair  dark  and  wavy,  slightly  mixed  with  gray.  A 
shirt  was  found  in  the  same  grave  in  which  the  body  was  in- 
terred. From  the  feet  were  taken  a  pair  of  shoes.  Several 
cuts,  apparently  stabs,  upon  the  right  breast,  a  cut  across  the 
throat,  and  two  other  slight  cuts,  rcvcale<l  the  crime  of  a  horri- 
ble murder. 

"...  Winfield  .S.  Goss,  in  1872,  was  a  resident  of  Ralti- 
morc.  On  Friday,  the  2d  day  of  February  in  that  year,  he 
disappeared.  It  \vas  alleged  that  he  was  dead.  We  have 
been  enabled  to  trace  his  wanderings,  in  some  measure,  imtil 
we  come  to  his  fold  murder  in  your  midst-  In  the  month  of 
June  following  his  disappearance  from  Baltimore,  be  arrived 
at  the  Central  Hotel  in  Philadelphia,  where  he  registered  the 
name  of  A.  C.  Wilson.  The  handwriting  upon  the  register 
will  be  submitted  to  you  in  proof  of  this  fact.  A  few  days 
aftcI^va^d3  he  appeared  at  Cooperstown.  in  Delaware  County, 
in  this  State,  where  he  gave  the  same  name.  He  boarded  there 
for  some  months,  and  also  near  by  at  Athensville,  and  fre- 
quented Rryn  Mawr.  not  f.-ir  distant.  A  description  of  his  per- 
son and  clothing,  his  statements  and  handwriting,  will  be  sub- 
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mitted  to  you  in  proof  of  these  facts.  A  finRcr-rinK  which  he 
wort,  thai  is  positively  recognized,  will  be  shown  you.  This 
ring  he  pawned  at  one  time  for  a  loan  of  a  few  dollars.  He 
left  Alhcnsville  for  Newark,  New  Jersey,  where  he  boarded 
until  Wednesday,  June  25,  1873.  On  that  day  he  left  for 
Philadelphia,  procuring  his  passage  ticket  through  the  agency 
of  Mr.  Williams,  a  fcltow-boardcr.  In  Philadcl|)hia  he  regis- 
tered at  the  William  I'cnn  Hotel,  in  proof  of  which  fact  wc 
shall  submit  to  you  his  hanflwriting  upon  the  hotel  rcjjister. 
.  .  .  Winfield  S.  Goss  had  effected  an  insurance  upon  hts 
life  lo  the  amount  nf  $25,000.  and  there  were  certain  actions 
in  the  conduct  of  the  prisfjner  which  wilt  be  submitted  in  proof 
of  an  interest  or  reason  for  concealing  the  whereabouts  of  Goss, 
and  even  fur  his  murder, 

■*  A  day  or  two  after  W.  S.  Goss  arrived  at  tlie  William  Pena 
Hotel,  as  wc  shall  prove  to  you,  the  prisoner  came  to  Philadel- 
phia, inquired  for  Gom,  alias  Wilson,  and  the  two  went  away 
together.  On  Monday  nioniing,  the  jotli  of  June,  the  prisoner 
and  a  stranger  arrived  at  West  Grove  Station,  on  the  Baltimore 
Central  Railroad,  in  this  county.  They  left  tbcir  baggage  and 
passed  on  foot  (or  Jcnnervillc,  where  they  arrived  at  nine 
o'clock  in  the  evening.  TTicy  there  remained  all  night,  and  in 
the  morning  the  prisoner  hired  a  horse  and  rode  to  his  brother- 
in-law's  residence,  situated  ten  mile^  north,  He  met  his  sister 
at  the  house,  and  with  her  went  to  a  neighbor's  field,  where  her 
husband  was  at  work.  Tliere  he  revealed  to  his  brother-in- 
law  that  he  had  a  friend  at  Jcnnervillc  who  had  money,  and 
he  endeavored  to  persuade  Rhoadcs,  his  brother-in-law,  to 
assist  in  putting  the  friend  out  of  the  way;  stating  that  he  had 
had  this  person  in  Newark,  Philadelphia,  and  elsewhere,  and 
ttiat  it  would  be  worth  a  cool  thousand  dollars  to  each  of  them. 
We  shall  show  you  that  he  had  previously  written  to  Rhoades. 
saying  that  he  had  a  job  for  him.  .  .  .  The  prisoner  then  left 
hts  horse  and  went  to  Pcnningtonvillc  on  foot,  where  he  hired 
a  horse  and  top  buggj*.  Returning,  he  stopped  at  Rhoadcs' 
place  for  the  horse  which  he  had  left,  and  borrowed  a  strap 
with  which  to  lead  him.  He  arrived  back  again  at  Jennerville 
in  the  evening,  returned  the  horse  he  had  hired  there  that 
morning,  and  between  six  and  seven  o'clock  in  the  evening 
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he  and  the  stranger — liis  friend  as  he  called  him — left  in  the 
buggy.  They  were  stcn  at  a  niiinber  of  places  on  the  road, 
and  will  be  traced  to  near  the  spot  where  the  remains  were 
found. ...  At  1140  o'clock  that  night  he  returned  the  bu^ry, 
broken  and  bloody.  On  the  evening  of  this  day,  as  wc  shall 
show  you,  there  were  heard  cries  upon  the  road,  or  witHin  the 
woods  where  the  crime  was  committed.  This,  as  you  will  re- 
member, was  on  the  ist  day  of  July  last  Wc  shall  show  you 
that  on  the  morning  of  the  2d  a  smoke  was  seen  arising  from 
the  woods.  Farther  in  the  woods  some  of  the  clothing  of  the 
murdered  man  was  burned.  Buttons  found  there  were  pe- 
culiar, and  were  tike  those  worn  by  A.  C.  Wilson,  alias  W.  S. 
Goss,  when  he  left  Newark.  The  prisoner  was  seen  to  pass 
the  hotel  in  Cochransvillc,  on  the  morning  of  the  2d,  and  at 
this  hotel  he  received  a  cup  of  coffee  and  a  light  breakfast. 
Tlience  he  went  on  foot  to  Jcnnerville.  arriving  there  at  nine 
or  ten  o'clock,  with  his  clothes  disheveled.  On  his  way  he 
made  statements  about  the  man  he  had  taken  away  with  him, 
which  statements  we  will  show  were  false.  On  the  evening  of 
the  same  day  he  called  at  the  railway  passenger  station  at  West 
Grove,  where  he  had  previously  left  his  baggage,  as  we  have 
stated,  and  obtaining  it.  he  took  it  to  his  mother's  house,  where 
he  left  it.  The  next  morning  he  left  for  Baltimore.  .  .  .  The 
person  wlio  had  let  to  the  prisoner  the  horse  and  top  buggy, 
sent  him  a  bill  for  the  breaking  of  the  wagon  and  loss  of 
blankets,  amounting  to  $12.75,  which  bill  lie  paid.  This  bill 
was  found  upon  the  prisoner's  person  at  the  time  of  his 
arrest.  ..." 

Gainer  P.  Moore. — Sworn  and  examined.  On  Friday,  the 
eleventh  day  of  July  last,  I  was  passing  along  the  Newport 
turnpike.  Coming  along  in  sight  of  Bjier's  Woods,  I  noticed 
quite  a  number  of  buzzards  in  the  road  and  on  the  fence  each 
side  of  the  road.  As  I  came  up  near  where  they  were.  I  noticed 
a  good  many  in  the  bushes  in  the  woods.  I  went  on  upon 
my  business,  and  returning,  when  I  came  in  sight  of  the  woods, 
the  buzzards  were  still  there.  I  went  into  the  woods  to  see 
what  attracted  such  a  great  number,  and  discovered  some- 
thing that  was  mysteriously  hidden.  It  was  partly  covered 
over  with  earth,  some  dead  leaves,  and  there  were  several  Urabs 
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of  trees  laid  lengthwise  over  it  I  looked  around  that  i>ortion 
of  the  ubject  which  was  exposed,  to  sec  if  I  could  And  any 
hair  whcrcliy  I  might  ■  determine  what  kind  of  an  animal  it 
wfts.  I  found  nothing  but  a  littJc  tuft  of  dark  hair,  mixed 
with  a  few  gray  hairs.  I  did  not  make  any  further  discovery, 
(or  I  had  nothing  to  work  with.  1  then  went  to  Mr.  Hur- 
ford's,  where  I  liad  an  errand,  and  from  Mr.  Hurtord's  went 
'  acrou  the  lot  to  die  house  of  Mr.  Rlioades.  Mr.  Rhoades 
was  not  at  home.  I  described  to  his  wife  what  I  had  dis' 
covered  in  the  woods,  and  she  said  she  woidd  tell  her  husband 
when  he  came  home,  and  have  him  come  up  and  see  me  at 
my  home.  KJioades  came  about  three  or  four  hours  after- 
wards. I  took  my  shovel  and  we  went  into  the  woods  to  the 
place  where  I  had  seen  the  object  or  body  buried.  RItoades 
sunk  the  shovel  into  the  soil  on  the  left  side  of  the  body,  and 
dug  up  a  shirt.  He  struck  the  shovel  in  again,  and  raised 
up  the  head  and  face  of  a  man.  Just  then  1  heard  a  wagon 
passing  along  the  road.  I  went  out  to  the  road  and  saw  a 
gentleman  driving  by.  lie  was  a  stranger  to  me.  I  told  him 
what  we  had  found,  and  asked  him  to  come  into  the  woods 
and  be  a  witness.  He  did  not  want  to  be  detained,  but,  as  he 
was  going  towards  Penningtonville.  he  took  us  into  his  wagon, 
that  we  might  notify  the  coroner.  The  coroner,  and  some 
eight  or  ten  gentlemen,  went  back  with  me  to  the  woods,  to 
where  the  body  lay.  A  jury  was  at  once  empaneled.  The 
body  lay  in  the  same  position  as  when  we  had  left  it.  Some 
person  had  reached  there  ahead  of  us,  and  had  uncovered  tlic 
body.  I  observed  a  good-sized  whisker  on  the  side  of  the  face, 
also  3.  very  good  crop  of  hair.  His  beard  on  chin  and  lower 
part  of  face  showed  that  it  had  not  been  shaved  for  several 
days.  His  hair  was  quite  dark,  with  a  sprinkling  of  gray. 
Whiskers  about  the  same  color.  The  jury  being  empaneled, 
the  body  was  placed  in  their  care.  It  was  the  trunk  only,  the 
arms  and  legs  having  been  taken  off.  Tt  was  naked.  Tlie 
limbs  were  found  about  fifteen  paces  distant  from  where  the 
body  lay.  They  were  buried  only  a  few  inches  below  the  sur- 
face. On  the  feet  were  a  pair  of  white  cotton  hose  and  a  pair 
of  congress  gaiters.  The  limbs  were  taken  out  and  placed 
alongside  the  body.    The  remains  were  then  removed  by  the 
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coroner  to  Penningtonville.  I  subsequently  examined  and 
made  mcasurenieiits  of  llic  grave  where  the  body  was  buried. 
Tlie  deepest  part  of  it  was  eleven  inches  below  the  surface.  At 
that  depth  was  a  large  root  running  across  the  bottom  of  the 
grave.  Tlierc  were  other  roots  running  across  near  the  ends  of 
ihe  grave.  At  the  time  when  Rhoades  and  I  raised  the  head  out 
from  the  ground^  the  face  had  a  natural  look.  By  that  I  mean 
I  could  have  recognized  it  ca.sity  if  1  had  known  the  person  in 
hfe.     I  have  no  doubt  of  this. 

Coiujscl  for  Commouwcalth  here  proposed  to  show  a  photo- 
graph picture  to  tlic  wHtness  and  ask  him  whether  he  recognizes 
cither  of  the  persons  photographed  thereon,  to  be  followed  by 
evidence  as  to  whose  photograpli  it  is.  Objected  to  by  the  de- 
fense.— 7V  Court.  The  offer,  of  course,  must  be  considered 
in  connection  with  the  opening  that  the  Commonwealth  made, 
and  with  the  offer  nf  other  evidence  showing  whose  photograph 
it  is.  Wc  can  sec  without  difficulty  that  it  can  do  no  harm  if  it 
is  not  followed  by  such  proof.  If  it  is  followed  by  such  proof, 
the  consequences  are  precisely  the  same  as  if  the  proofs  were 
heard  in  advance.  I  do  not  nivself  see  that  it  can  make  any 
difTerence  lo  tlie  prisoner,  and  tlii;;  question  ts  purely  one  of 
discretion  with  the  Court.  In  our  judgment  the  evidence  must 
be  received,     [Exception  reserved  by  the  defense.] 

The  photograph  spoken  of  was  here  handed  to  witness.  It 
was  the  same  photograph  which  had  been  introduced  in  evi- 
dence during  the  preceding  trial  of  the  insurance  case,  being 
a  picture  of  Mr.  J.  W.  Langlcy  sitting,  and  W.  S.  Goss  stand- 
ing by  the  chair. 

Witness  testified:  This  person  standing  facing  me  bears  a 
strong  rrscmblancc  to  the  face  of  the  person  I  discovered  In 
Bacr's  Woods.  From  the  point  of  the  nose  upward,  in  par- 
ticular, there  is  a  strong  resemblance;  also  in  the  eyebrows  and 
the  hair,  [A  linen  shirt,  very  much  soiled,  and  somewhat  torn, 
was  handed  witness.] — IVittuss  (examining):  That  looks  like 
the  shirt  found  by  tlic  side  of  the  body  of  the  man  found  in  Ihc 
woods-  I  recogni7e  it  by  the  liIond-stainR,  and  more  particu- 
larly by  that  button  (indicsting);  I  noticed  that  button  particu- 
larly on  the  front  part  of  the  hand  ;  I  noticed  a!  the  time  that  it 
was  a  common  porcelain  button,  and  that  the  thread  was  not 
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whit«;  also  these  cuts  in  the  shirt,  one  near  the  band,  and  these 
on  the  right  ude,  near  the  front.  I  observed  all  these  nutrks 
while  the  jiirj'  were  holding  llie  inquest,  before  the  body  was 
removed  from  the  woods. 

Cross-examined  by  Mr.  McVeagh.  When  Rhoades  and  I 
Tirst  raised  the  head  and  face,  the  face  was  whitv,  and  I  looked 
at  it  closely  with  a  view  to  determine  whctlicr  1  knew  it,  and 
concluded  I  had  never  seen  the  individual.  I  Brst  saw  the  pho* 
tograph  last  l''riday  evening.  It  was  exhibited  to  mc  by  Mr. 
Hayes,  tlie  Commonwealth  Attorney,  He  did  not  inform  me 
who  it  was;  I  was  not  informed  at  any  time  whose  photograph 
it  was.  Mr.  Hayes  showed  it  to  me  and  asked  me  if  either  of 
those  faces  looked  like  the  man  I  foimd,  and  I  immediitely 
recognized  the  man  standing.— ^kcj/wh.  Did  not  you  know 
these  were  two  photographs  on  the  same  plate — of  the  insurance 
agent  and  of  this  man  whose  body  is  alleged  to  have  been 
ioMtid?— Answer.  I  never  heard  of  that — By  ffcr  CoHrt.  Wa* 
the  face  bloated  or  swollen  to  any  extent  whatever? — IViltuss. 
I  think  not;  I  noticed  it  sufTiciently  to  see,  and,  if  bloated  at 
all,  it  was  very  slightly. 

Hugh  Rantbo,  Esq.—l  am  deputy  coroner,  and  reside  in 
Penningtonville.  ]  was  notified  officially  in  this  case  by  Mr. 
Rlioades,  at  about  five  or  six  o'clock  in  the  evening  of  tlic  i  itli 
of  July,  and  empaneled  a  jury  right  away,  Wc  found  a  whis- 
ker on  the  right  side  of  the  dead  man's  face;  on  the  other 
side  the  whisker  had  been  rubbed  off  by  a  stick,  and  adhered 
to  tile  stick,  I  immediately  wrapped  it  in  a  piece  of  paper  for 
preservation.  I  took  a  smalt  portion  of  the  hair  from  the  head 
and  wTapjKd  it  in  paper  also.  We  then  examined  the  body 
lower  down  and  found  a  cut  just  below  the  breast-bone.  Wc 
saw  and  examined  several  other  cuts  on  the  body,  and  then 
wc  took  the  body  and  carried  it  to  the  side  of  the  turnpike. 
While  wc  were  getting  the  body  out  of  the  hole,  my  attention 
was  called  to  a  spot  some  sixty  feet  distant,  by  some  parties 
who  had  discovered  a  freshly-made  mound.  I  took  my  shovel 
and  commenced  to  clear  away  the  dirt,  and  there  found  the 
limbs.  As  it  was  growing  dark,  we  removed  the  remains  to 
Penningtonvillc.  Examined  witnesses  same  evening,  and 
again  next  day.    When  the  limbs  were  exhumed,  there  were 
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a  pair  of  white  hose  and  a  pair  of  shoes  on  the  feet.  I  removed 
them  from  the  limbs.  [Witness  here  idenlifiec]  the  gaiters  and 
hose  removed  by  him  from  the  limbs.]  At  the  place  in  the 
woods  where  the  remains  were  found,  the  undergrowth  is  very 
thick,  and  there  arc  many  cedar  trees.  The  Unibs  of  the  trees 
grow  close  lo  the  ground  and  arc  full  of  branches.  There  was 
difficulty  in  seeing  any  dislanec,  on  account  of  the  dense 
growth.  Subsequently  to  the  inquest  there  was  another  exami- 
nation of  the  remains  by  Doctors  Lewis.  Hailey.  and  IJoward. 
Mr.  VVanger,  llie  District  Attorney,  was  present  at  the  time. — 
Cross-examination.  Tlie  hair  on  the  top  of  the  head  was  loose; 
some  of  it  was  ofT — rubbed  off  and  lying  on  the  skin.  The 
one  whisker  that  remained  was  rather  loasc  and  afterwards 
nibbed  off.  The  odor  was  very  offensive.  We  packed  the 
body  in  ice  that  evening.  Also  some  disinfectant  was  placed 
upon  it  by  Dr.  Bailey. 

Dr.  Elisha  W.  Bailey. — On  llie  evening  of  the  iilh  of  July 
I  received  a  message  from  acting  coroner  Ranibo,  to  gn  to 
I3acr's  Woods  and  examine  a  body.  I  went  there  and  found 
some  eight  or  ten  persons  present.  I  examined  the  body  as  it 
lay  in  the  shallow  grave,  and  found  there  was  one  cut  opening 
into  it  between  the  third  and  fourth  ribs  and  about  three  inches 
from  the  breast-bone.  There  was  another  similar  cut  between 
the  fifth  and  sixth  nbs,  one  between  the  sixth  and  seventh  ribs, 
and  one  between  the  eighth  and  ninth.  There  was  one  other 
cut  at  the  end  of  tlie  breast-bone,  another  in  the  neck,  on  the 
left  side,  about  an  inch  above  the  collar-bone.  There  vras  an 
incised  wound  commencing  on  the  left  side  of  the  neck,  run- 
ning across  the  windpipe  and  terminating  on  the  opposite  side 
of  tile  neck.  This  wound  opened  into  the  wHndpipe.  There 
was  also  a  wound  across  the  bridge  of  the  nose  at  the  lower 
tliird,  depressing  the  cartilage.  This  wound  showed  that  it  was 
not  done  with  a  sharp  irstnmient.  T  found  tliat  the  front  teeth, 
t!ie  four  upper  incisors,  and  the  four  below,  had  been  driven 
back  into  the  mouth.  Two  of  them  were  bnng  loose  on  the 
tongue  and  the  others  were  adhering.  I  removed  them  all  from 
flic  moutli  and  have  kept  them  in  my  possession.  The  hair 
upon  the  head  was  about  an  inch  and  a  half  in  length,  inclined 
to  curl,  and  was  of  a  dark  brown  color  mixed  with  a  few  gray 


hairs.  On  the  chin  was  a  beanl  of  several  days'  growth.  Th« 
limbs  wtrrt  all  disaniculatetl  from  th«  body)  at  the  shoulder 
and  hip  joints.  [Witness  produced  the  teeth,  which  be  had 
taken  from  tlie  mouth,  as  stated  by  him.]  Tlie  person  had 
what  I  w)uld  call  a  vcr>-  good  set  of  teeth;  they  were  firm  and 
large,  and  appeared  healthy  and  strong.  At  the  lime  of  the 
inquest  I  made  an  estimate  of  the  age  of  the  person  and  of  his 
personal  appearance.  I  considered  him  between  tliirty-five  and 
forty  years  of  age;  five  feet  eight  or  nine  inches  in  height; 
thirty-eight  to  forty  inches  girth  of  clicst.  Tlie  body  showed 
an  erect  carriage,  with  the  shoulders  thrown  back,  throwing 
the  chest  well  forwanl.  The  limbs  were  large,  well  developed, 
and  appearc<l  to  be  those  of  a  man  of  good  physique.  Tlie 
hands  were  evidently  not  those  of  a  laboring  man. 

Ur.  E.  Uoyd  Hotvard.—l  reside  in  Baltimore  City;  am  a 
physician  and  surgeon  by  profession  an<I  practice;  I  reached 
Penningtnnville  on  the  evening  of  the  I7lh  of  July  last.  On 
the  i8lh  1  witnessed  the  disinterment  of  a  body  in  tlin  burying- 
ground  at  Pennington ville.  This  was  in  the  afternoon.  After 
the  coffin  was  opened  I  made  a  careful  cxaminalion  of  the  re- 
mains. 1  found  the  body  to  be  that  of  a  white  man,  of  about 
five  feet  eight  inches  in  height,  weighing  about  one  hundred 
and  8e^■enty  or  one  hundred  and  eighty  pounds,  and  of  stout 
frame.  There  were  marks  upon  it  indicating  that  a  previous 
post-mortem  examination  had  been  held;  also  wounds  which 
did  not  look  as  if  they  had  been  made  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
amination. 'ITicrc  was  attached  to  the  head  a  bundle  of  hair 
lying  loosely  to  the  top  of  the  head ;  none,  however,  attached  to 
the  scalp.  The  hair  was  about  an  inch  and  a  half  long,  of  a 
dark  brown  color,  and  some  gray  hairs  scattered  through  iL 
I  removed  a  small  portion  for  subsequent  examination.  There 
were  no  whiskers  upon  the  face,  except  upon  the  chin,  where 
was  a  heard  of  a  few  days'  growth.  The  head  was  well  formed, 
rather  larg*  size.  The  forehead  was  straight  and  square;  large, 
full  face,  and  still  further  enlarged,  or  slightly  swollen,  by 
post-mortem  changes.  The  eyes  were  of  a  dark  color;  the 
exact  shade  could  not  be  determined-  'the  nose  was  well 
formc<l,  and  rather  small.  There  were  certain  injuries  about 
the  face  which  I  noticed;  a  cut  across  the  nose,  dividing  the 
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boiiui  from  the  cartilage.  Thb  cut  was  not  inflicted  with  a 
sharp  instrument  There  were  also  marks  oi  injury  about 
the  mouth.  The  upper  front  teetli  had  been  driven  back  into 
the  mouth,  carrying  with  them  a  part  of  the  socket  oE  tiie 
teeth.  The  blow  upon  the  nose  must  liavc  been  a  very  severe 
one  to  have  broken  in  the  bone  and  cartilage  in  tlie  manner 
it  (lid.  The  blow  upon  the  mouth  also  must  have  been  a 
very  severe  one,  to  not  only  break  in  the  teeth  and  knock 
them  back,  but  also  to  break  in  the  jawf-bone.  I  found  tai 
teeth  remaining  in  the  upper  jaw,  and  open,  fresh  sockets  from 
which  four  others  had  been  removed  recently.  Two  upper  jaw 
teeth  bad  been  lost  previous  to  death.  In  the  lower  jaw  I 
found  nine  teeth  remaining  in  position,  and  evidence  that  five 
otiiers  had  been  lost  immediately  after  death  or  immediately 
preceding  it.  There  were  evidences  of  two  lower  jaw  teeth 
having  been  lost  some  months  previous  to  death.  At  the  time 
of  deatli  he  must  liave  liad  twcnty-eigbt  teeth  in  all  remaining 
in  his  mouth.  The  teeth  lost  previous  to  death,  both  in  the 
upper  and  lower  jaw,  were  back  teeth.  The  general  appear- 
ance and  character  of  his  teeth  were  perfectly  good.  They 
were  white,  even,  and  regular.  There  were  three  or  four  gold 
fillings,  and  there  were  slight  marks  of  disease  upon  two  teeth. 
The  neck  was  large  and  thick.  There  was  a  wound  across  tlic 
front  of  the  neck,  dividing  the  windpipe  and  c.'stcnding  deeply 
into  the  tissues.  The  chest  was  large  and  capacious.  The 
points  it  presented  were  that  it  had  been  opened  in  a  previous 
post-mortem  examination,  and  in  addition  thereto  there  were 
several  wound*  upon  it.  The  exact  nature  or  cause  of  those 
wounds  it  was  impossible  to  determine.  I  examined  the  limbs, 
and  found  them  cleanly  disarticulated  from  the  body  at  the 
shoulders  and  at  tlic  bip-joints;  evidently  removed  by  a  shaqi- 
cutting  itistTument.  They  were  large  and  well  developed.  The 
wrists,  ankles,  feet,  and  hands  were  small  for  that  sized  frame. 
The  nails  were  neatly  trimmed,  and  tlie  indications  were  that 
the  man  had  not  been  accustomed  to  hard  manual  labor.  Tlic 
collar-bones  were  large,  throwing  the  shoulders  well  back.— 
Cross-examnolion.  At  the  time  T  went  to  Penningtonville.  I 
volunteered  to  go  with  Dr.  Lewis.  Other  persons  accom- 
panied us.  and  were  present  at  the  time  of  the  exhumation  and 
examination  of  these  remains. 
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Alexander  H.  Barnits. — I  reside  in  the  dty  of  Baltimore; 
am  in  tlie  office  of  Uie  Assistant  Treasurer  of  the  (Jutted  States. 
I  was  acquainted  with  Winficld  S.  Goss;  have  known  him 
ancc  1859.  I  used  to  sec  him  v«r)-  frequently,  almost  daily,  at 
tlie  estabhshnicnt  of  Harringtun  &  Mills,  where  he  was  cm- 
played.  At  tliat  time  I  had  the  buuks  of  that  finn  in  my 
cba^e.  1  was  wtlh  lihii  there  a  little  over  two  years.  During 
the  time  he  was  there  1  saw  him  daily.  Afterwards  I  met  him 
occasionally.  I  saw  him  frequently,  ju»t  as  I  see  other  people 
in  the  streets  of  lialtimorc  whom  I  know,  tic  was  a  man  of 
about  five  feet  eight  inches  in  height;  was  well  built,  erect, 
unusually  prominent  bust,  shoulders  tlirown  well  back;  of 
full  form,  and  well  dcvclo()c(l.  He  had  dark  eyes,  straight 
nose,  round,  full  face,  dark,  wavy  hair,  a  prominent  brow,  and 
wide  forehead.  He  had  a  stout  neck.  So  far  as  I  observed 
them,  his  teeth  were  very  good.  1  simply  saw  them  in  con- 
versation. I  was  in  Penningtonvitlc  with  Dr.  Lems  and  Dr. 
Howard,  on  the  i7th  and  i8th  of  July  last,  and  witnessed  the 
exhumation  of  the  remains.  1  wa-i  requested  to  examine  them 
critically  and  see  if  1  could  trace  any  rc-scmblancc  between. 
them  and  Goss;  that  is,  if  I  could  identify  tlicm.  1  rrmcm- 
bcTcd  the  appearance  of  Goss  in  his  lifetime,  especially  his 
prominent  breast,  and  this  I  recognized  in  the  remains.  I 
also  recognized  the  brow  and  forehead  as  his,  together  with  (he 
general  appearance  of  the  face  across  the  rejpon  of  the  eyes. 
— Cross-fx-amination.  The  eyes  were  closed,  not  much  sunken; 
there  u-as  nn  hair  upon  the  head.  I  saw  upon  that  corpse  the 
features  about  the  region  of  the  eyes  which  I  recognized  as 
those  ol  Goss.  I  saw  there  the  expression  that  Goss  wore  in 
his  lifetime.  The  eyes  being  closed  did  not  destroy  this  ex- 
pression. 

A.  R.  Carter. — ]  reside  in  Baltimore;  am  agent  of  the  Con- 
tinental Life  Insurance  Company.  I  was  acquainted  with 
Winfield  S.  Goss.  He  was  a  fine-looking  man.  about  five  feet 
eight  or  nine  inches  tall:  dark  brown  hair,  nearly  black:  had 
a  heard  and  mustache  when  f  knew  him.  His  chest  meas- 
urement was  thirty-eight  or  forty  inches,  and  he  weighed  one 
hnndrcd  and  scvcnty-fivr  pounds.  He  was  of  good  figure, 
witli  broad  shoulders,    fie  had  unusually  fine  teeth,  as  they 
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appeared  in  conversation.  I  was  in  Pennington ville  on  the 
t8th  of  July  hn  and  saw  the  human  remains  whicii  were  there 
exhumed.  I  recognised  the  body  as  that  of  Winfield  S.  Goss. 
I  recognized  particularly  the  prominent  forehead,  (uU  chest, 
and  stiuarc  build.  When  1  knew  Goss  he  was  in  a  picture- 
frame  gilding  business.  He  also  stated  to  me  that  he  was  en- 
gaged in  manufacturing  a  suhstitute  (or  india-nihber.— CrPM- 
exaHxinalion.  The  pcculiarilies  by  which  I  distingtiishc*!  the 
remains  as  being  those  of  Goss.  were  his  prominent  forehead, 
his  full  chest,  and  his  sqnarc  shoulders. — Thf  Court.  Do  you 
mean  to  say  that  you  recognized  those  remains  as  (he  remains 
of  Goss,  or  that  in  the  respect  you  have  mentioned  there  was 
a  resemblance ?~-M^iVw«j.  I  recognized  tlieni  as  liis  remains. 
They  refieinbled  liim  w  closely  I  was  po&itive  they  were  his. 
I  would  have  taken  them  for  his  if  1  had  seeii  them  anywhere 
else. 

Louis  Engel. — I  reside  in  Baltimore  County,  about  one  mile 
out  from  the  city.  I  knew  Winfield  S.  Goss.  He  lived  at  my 
father's  house  during  the  summer  of  :87i,  and  I  was  with  him 
■almost  every  day.  He  was  a  verj'  (inc-Iooking  man;  had  a 
large  chest;  his  shoulders  were  thrown  well  back;  and  he 
walked  very  straight  He  had  a  broad  forehead  and  had  dark, 
heavy  hair.  He  wore  a  finger  ring  with  a  blood-stone  setting. 
It  had  square  comers  and  flat  top.  The  part  that  went  round 
the  finger  was  square  on  the  edges  and  had  a  little  groove  in 
the  middle  of  it.  The  ring  was  also  a  little  bent,  was  not  quite 
round.  When  he  was  living  at  our  house  I  would  take  the 
ring  from  him  sometimes;  I  would  take  it  off  his  finger  and 
put  it  on  mine  and  wear  it.  I  admired  the  ring  very  much. 
It  was  a  very  pretty  ring.  I  never  saw  one  tike  it  since  that 
time. — Qtteslion.  Have  you  seen  tliat  ring  since?— i^wjnrr. 
Yes,  sir.  at  Pennington  ville.  T  think  it  was  on  the  17th  or 
i8ih  of  July  last. — Question.  State  whether  or  not  you  gave  a 
description  of  the  ring  then  before  you  saw  it — Answer.  Yes, 
sir.  T  did. — Question.  Cmild  you  recognize  it  if  you  were  to  see 
it  again? — Answer.  1  think  I  could.  [AVitness  was  handed  a 
ring  which  he  examined  and  said,  "That  is  the  ring."]  Wit- 
ness continued:  At  the  time  Mr.  Goss  lived  at  our  house  he 
had  a  leather  colored  valise.    I  never  examined  it  closely. 


HOMICIDE. 


2.*!! 


[Witness  was  shown  a  valise.]  It  looked  sonietliing  like  thai; 
about  that  size  and  color.  Goss  somelinies  drank  liquor.  I 
have  sct'n  him  drink,  and  one  time  he  borrowetl  money  from 
mc  to  buy  liquor  with.  At  one  time  I  saw  him  drunk. — Cross- 
rxammatioH.  The  time  I  went  to  Pennington vJlte  was  upon 
the  same  occasion  of  which  the  others  have  spoken. — Qtuaioti. 
Do  you  recollect,  upon  any  occasion,  i>f  Mrs.  Goss  calling  at 
your  house,  since  the  publication  m  Ihv  newspajHTs,  about 
what  you  have  mentioned  in  reference  to  this  ring? — /tnsnvr. 
Mr*.  Goss  did  not  call  at  uur  house. — Question  by  Mr.  Whitney. 
Do  you  recollect  of  calhng  at  Mrs.  Goss's  house? — Anszifcr. 
Yes,  sir.  She  sent  for  mc,  and  I  vrenl  to  her  house.— G"*'jt'rini. 
Do  you  recollect  making  any  statement  tliere  to  the  effect  tliat 
you  did  not  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  this  was  her 
husband's  ring,  but  it  was  one  similar  to  the  one  her  husband 
wore? — Answer.  I  said  h  was  the  ring  Mr.  Goss  had  worn 
when  he  was  at  our  house,  and  !  thought  it  was  his  ring,  and  I 
have  said  that  to  different  pcrson.s. — Question.  I  am  not  asking 
what  you  told  other  people.  Did  you  not  say  to  her,  in  the 
presence  of  the  family,  that  it  was  a  ring  that  looked  like  the 
one  that  her  husband  wore,  and  that  you  thought  it  was  tl»e 
same? — Atmver.  There  was  no  one  in  the  room  at  the  time 
but  Mrs.  Goss  and  myself.  I  said  to  her  that  I  thought  it  was 
Mr.  G«>ss*s  ring,  and  that  I  was  positive  of  it. — Question  by 
Mr.  McVcagh.  Where  did  ynu  first  hear  of  a  ring  found  in 
this  case? — Answer.  I  knew  nothing  of  it  until  I  reached 
Pennington  ville. 

/.  tV.  Langiey. — I  reside  in  Baltimore;  am  agent  of  the  Con- 
tinental Life  In-^urance  Company  of  New  York.  Have  been 
acquainted  with  Winfield  S.  Goss  many  years,  t  first  knew 
him  in  Nashville,  Tennessee,  and  afterwards  in  Haltimore, 
Mar)*land.  He  was  a  man  of  medium  height,  large  frame,  full, 
deep  chest,  fidl  weight  He  liad  dark  hair,  inclined  to  curl. 
He  had  very  fine  front  teetli.  I  was  present  with  him  in  a 
photographic  saloon  at  one  time,  at  which  time  we  had  oitr 
pictures  taken  together.  [The  picture  was  shown  to  and  iden- 
tified by  witness:.]  In  this  picture  Mr.  Goss  is  standing,  and 
I  am  sitting.  That  is  the  poation  we  were  in  when  this  picture 
was  taken. 
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lohn  Charles  Smith. — I  reside  in  Baltimore;  I  have  known 
W.  S,  Goss.  He  boarded  at  Mr.  Engel's,  next  door  to  where 
I  lived.  1  saw  liim  every  day,  passing  him  usually  twice  a  day 
at  the  place  where  he  boarded.  He  was  of  about  tlic  same 
size  as  mysell — a  little  taller.  He  had  dark,  wavy  hair,  and 
dark  whiskers.  He  weighed  about  one  hundred  and  eighty 
pounds. 

CharUs  H.  Jones. — I  am  rooni-clerk  at  the  Central  Hotel  on 
Arch  Street.  Philadelphia,  As  guests  come  to  the  hotel,  1  see 
lliem  register  their  names,  and  assign  them  rooms.  [The  hotel 
register  of  1872  was  shown  to  and  ideniified  by  witness.]  Un- 
der date  of  June  ai,  1872,  I  saw  the  name  of  A.  C.  Wilson 
registered,  as  it  appears  here.  I  have  no  particular  recollec- 
tion of  tlie  individual.  He  arrived  in  the  evening  and  went 
away  the  next  morning  about  nine  o'clock. 

David  R.  Muiiin. — I  reside  in  Cooperstown,  Delaware 
Count)-,  two  miles  south  of  Bryn  Mawr  Station.  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  the  pri.'ioner  at  the  bar.  The  first  I  knew  of  him 
was  when  he  was  seven  or  eight  years  old,  when  he  came  to 
live  with  nie  and  remaint'd  with  me  until  he  was  sixteen.  His 
mother  then  came  for  him  and  took  him  away  to  learn  the 
blacksmith  trade.  After  he  had  learned  his  trade,  and  when 
he  was  upwards  of  twcnty-onc  yt'ars  of  age.  he  came  back 
and  lived  in  my  neighborhood  for  a  year  or  more.  It  was 
twelve  or  thirteen  years  ago  when  lie  came  back  to  my  neigh- 
borhood. [  am  acquainted  with  his  handwriting,  and  have 
seen  him  write.  He  boarded  with  me  while  he  was  learning 
to  write  at  a  writing-school,  which  was  after  he  had  learned 
his  trade.  It  ivas  some  two  nr  three  weeks,  and  was  twelve 
or  thirteen  years  ago.  In  the  winter  of  1871  I  received  two 
letters  from  him,  to  which  I  replied  by  one  letter  intended  to 
answer  both  of  his.  T  never  saw  him  afterwards  until  I  saw 
him  here  in  the  court-room.  [Two  letters  were  submitted  to 
witness.]  I  received  these  letters  through  the  post-office  at 
West  Haverford.  I  recognize  the  handwriting  as  William  E. 
Udderzook's. 

The  letters  offered  in  evidence  and  read  to  the  jury  are  as 
follows : 


HOMICIDE. 


353 


Mr.  Ml'LLiK  :  Baltimore,  October  28,  1871 . 

Dkar  Sir — I  ukc  pleasure  in  IrtormiiiK  yoa  that  wc  arc  all  vwll. 
and  faope  these  ten  lines  may  find  you  all  enjoying  ifae  same  favor — 
it  lias  been  nearly  utic  yeat  stiucc  I  seen  or  heard  from  jou.  1  thought 
il  my  duty  to  inform  you  that  I  still  exi&l.  I  have  connunt  employ- 
ment, on  catter*.  in  a  tactory,  where  over  a  hundred  men  are  em- 
ployed- I  should  have  written  ihiii  letter  sooner,  but  I  am  rather 
careless  about  writing.  1  snppose  I  have  been  prompted  to  thi»  by 
avF.KY  PAKTici'i.AR  FKiF.Mi  OF  MINB.  hc  is  a  man  of  line  appearance, 
am]  nljout  my  aac  and  very  wcll-lo-du.  But  the  larKf  circle  of 
aequaintanees  he  i»  obliged  to  mingle  with  haa  been  a  great  source 
of  annoyance.  It  is  his  intention  to  leave  the  city  for  a  few  months 
in  order  to  weao  himself  from  10  much  company.  I  recommended 
Coopcrstowa  as  a  quiet  httlc  place  and  just  what  would  suit  him. 
Now,  if  it  would  suit  you  folks  to  receive  him  a«  a  boarder,  please 
write  soon  and  name  the  particulars.  He  will  nut  want  lo  leave 
Daliiniore  lor  a  few  weeks.  Can  wc  look  (or  you  down  ihis  lall?  wc 
would  be  pleaj^cd  to  see  you  in  [Baltimore  I  spent  a  few  days  in 
Jcnncrvillc  last  June.  Mother  was  well  at  that  time,  but  since  that 
time  *lic  was  very  near  being  killed  by  the  cow  th.at  she  was  milking, 
all  on  account  of  a  i>Oc  coming  to  her  while  she  was  milkmg. 

I  would  like  to  write  much  longer,  but  owing  to  the  latcneu  of 
the  hour  I  will  close.     Please  answer  very  soon. 

Very  Kespt  Your* 

Wk.  E.  UDDtRZOOK. 
Ho.  167  Conivay  St, 

Baltimore,  Md. 


Mr.  &  Mrs.  MrLLW  :  Balt.  Nov.  i6th,  1871. 

I  wrote  a  few  lines  to  you  some  lime  since  but  I  have  not  received 
an  answer.  1  came  to  the  conctuiinn  that  you  did  not  receive  it- 
I  ihcrcforc  take  pleasure  in  writing  again. 

I  do  not  know  that  I  have  anything  of  much  impoiiancr  to  com- 
municate at  present.  The  State  and  City  election*  are  over  and  I 
suppose  you  hnve  licard  the  returns.  Tiic  Republican  ticket  ha%  been 
deleated  very  generally  in  this  State.  1  was  nominated  by  the  Reform 
party,  and  endorsed  by  the  Republican  Nominating  Convention. 
After  the  Convention  adjourned  a  committee  called  on  mc  and 
informed  me  of  my  nomination.  This  eommiitcc  eon*i«tcd  o(  the 
President.  Vice  PrcMdent  and  Secretary  of  the  Ward,  also  filtccn 
Custom  House  ofRcers.  besides  a  number  from  the  Post  Office  and 
the  Naval  Department,  alio  a  targe  number  of  citizens. 

Several  spccehc*  were  made  to  which  I  responded.  The  next  even- 
ing a  mass  meeting  was  called.  I  being  present  was  conducted  to 
the  9Uod  by  the  Sargt.  at  Arhs,  by  ihc  request  of  the  President 
Amio  LOtiD  &  continued  Arn,At'SP..  I  addressed  the  meeting,  at 
considerable  length.    I  was  not  elected  by  some  considerable  but  run 
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ahead  ol  ihe  Ticket  ihlrty-one  votes  in  my  ward,  my  District  cotisUici 
of  Six  Wards.  1  was  live  votes  short  o(  carrj'iuK  tlic  wurd,  wliich  wa& 
clUKCr  than  bad  been  (or  some  years,  (Too  many  Koman  Catholics.) 
the  Democrat  ticket  in  my  District  stood  Eleven  Calholict  twa  Prot- 
estant, and  all  were  elected.  I  wrote  you  in  my  last  in  regard  to  a 
[fiend  of  mine,  that  desired  to  ueane  himself  Iroin  a  number  ol  liis 
former  associstes.  He  has  been  in  the  way  of  getting  a  little  intox- 
icaicd,  I  thought  you  might  reform  him,  would  it  suit  you  to  board 
him  a  few  months  or  less.     Please  answer  as  soon  as  possible. 

My  wile  &  two  iiillc  ones  arc  well.  I  have  study  employment 
makine  cullers  for  a  larae  factory  where  over  one  hundred  men  are 
employed.    Jos.  Thomas  &  Son,  corner  of  Park  &  Clay  Streets. 

Give  my  respects  to  inquiring  friends. 

Very  Rcspt  Yours 

\Vm.  E.  Udderzook, 
No.  167  Conway  sL,  B^iiniore,  M<L 

Holiness  continued. — After  I  received  Uie  second  letter  I 
wrote  ill  answer,  infoniiiiig  tiim  that  I  did  no!  think  it  prudent 
for  mc  to  take  a  boarder  at  tliat  time.  Sonic  titiic  after  that, 
on  the  22d  dav  of  June,  1872,  a  man  caitic  to  my  house  to 
board,  and  stated  to  me  that  his  name  was  Wilson.  A  few 
days  afterwards  he  arranged  a  Mexican  vine  on  my  porch,  bo 
that  as  tlic  vine  grew  it  spelled  his  full  name,  Alexander  Camp- 
bell Wilson.  He  had  no  occupalitm.  He  came  in  the  aftcmocn 
of  the  Z2d  of  June,  and  remained  until  the  i6th  uf  the  follow- 
ing November,  He  was  a  man  of  about  five  feet  eight  or 
nine  inches;  heavy,  square  build;  very  full  in  the  breast.  His 
hair  was  black,  and  his  face  cleanly  shaved  at  the  time  he  came. 
He  let  his  side-whiskers  and  mustache  grow  after  he  came. 
[The  photographic  picture  of  Goss  and  Langley  was  shown  to 
witness.] — Question.  Do  you  recognize  either  of  these  in  the 
picture? — Ans^ver.  Yes,  sir;  I  recognize  the  one  standing  as 
Mr.  Wilson's  picture.  When  Wilson  came  to  my  house  he 
came  on  foot  and  brought  nothing  with  him.  He  went  to 
Philadelphia  and  came  hack  Sunday  morning,  bringing  with 
him  a  valise.  Wilson  had  a  habit  of  drinking  to  excess,  for 
which  reason  I  declined  to  board  him  any  longer.  After  he 
left  tny  place  I  received  a  letter  from  Newark,  New  Jersey, 
purporting  to  come  from  him.  There  was  a  portion  of  his 
board  bill  unpaid  when  he  left  my  house.  I  did  not  aftcnvards 
receive  anv  pay  other  than  a  walch,  which  he  sent  inc  by  Mr. 
M.  V.  Olrey. 
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Georgt  Crook. — I  have  known  Winficid  S.  Goss  since  1868, 
On  my  first  acquaintatice  witli  him  1  found  hini  lo  be  an  in- 
temperate man.  [The  defense  objects  to  evidence  of  W.  S. 
Goss's  habits  of  intemperance.  Tlie  CommonweaUh  a^ks  to 
show  this  habit  with  ilic  view  of  identification.  Tlie  objection 
U  ovemiM,  and  exception  not«l.]  He  was  a  good-looking 
man;  about  forty  years  of  age;  would  weigh  one  hundred  and 
seventy-five  or  one  hundred  and  eiglity  pounds.  He  was  about 
five  feel  eight  or  nine  inches  in  height:  broad  chest :  dark  brown 
hair;  had  a  peculiar,  active  walk,  and  usually  dressed  neatly. 

Mrs.  Sarah  H.  \tuUii\.~l  am  wife  of  David  K.  Mullin,  who 
has  been  examined.  A  man  by  name  of  A.  C.  Wilson  came  to 
our  house  on  the  21st  of  June,  1872,  and  then  went  away  on 
the  22d.  and  came  back  on  the  23d.  When  he  came  the  sec- 
ond time  he  brought  a  leather  valise.  He  was  a  stout  built 
man,  about  five  feet  eight  or  nine  inches,  very  full  chest,  his 
shoulders  thrown  back,  rather  dark  hair  and  good  teeth.  He 
did  nothing.  In  the  fall  he  madv  a  little  house  of  acorns  for  a 
(air.  [Witness  was  shoun  the  picture  of  Goss  and  Langley.] 
The  one  in  the  picture  who  is  standing  is  vcr)'  much  like  Mr. 
Wilson. 

Mr.  y.  Olrey. — I  formerly  lived  at  the  house  of  David  R. 
Mullin  in  Cooperstown.  I  knew  A.  C  Wilson  during  the  time 
he  was  at  Mr,  Mullin's.  I  saw  him  almost  every  day  during 
Uiat  time.  I^Ic  was  a  genteel -looking  man  about  tliirty-eight 
years  old;  broad  shoulders  and  chest,  shoulders  thrown  well 
back;  dark  brown  hair,  inclined  to  curl  and  turning  gray; 
small  hands  and  tect,  and  very  targe  hips.  My  business  called 
me  to  Philadelphia  daily.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  Wilson,  E 
called  at  the  Centra!  Hotel,  Philadelphia,  for  a  black  silk  hat 
which  he  had  left  there.  At  his  request  I  directed*  and  sent 
small  paper  parcels,  which  usually  weighed  three  or  four 
ounces,  and  were  sealed  with  wax.  I  gave  the  parcels  to 
Adams  Express  Company,  at  their  office  in  Philadelphia.  One 
of  these  packages  was  sent  about  the  7th  of  August,  1872, 
another  about  the  15th  of  September,  and  another  about  the 
24th  of  September.  The  address  which  I  wrote  by  his  direc- 
tions upon  the  parcels  was  "  A.  C.  Coss.  Calvert  Street,  Balti- 
mare,  Md.;  care  of  Stcvaxs  &■  Co."    At  his  request  I  went  to 


256 


HOMICIDE. 


Bryii  Mawr  pust-office  and  inquired  for  liis  letters,  and  on 
several  occasions  obtained  letters  to  his  address,  winch  1  de- 
livered to  him.  They  were  all  posn-niarkcd  Baltimore.  There 
was  a  cabinet  furniture  card  printed  on  tlie  envelope,  purport- 
ing to  be  the  trade-mark  of  Stevens  &  Co.  Wilson  and  1  con- 
versed about  people  in  Baltimore  as  mutual  acquaintances.  He 
showed  me  the  wooden  model  of  a  ratcliet  screw-driver  which 
he  claimed  to  be  an  invention  of  his  own.  It  was  so  con- 
slrueted  that  a  person  using  it  could  retain  the  same  hold  upon 
Uic  handle  and  turn  the  screw-driver.  [The  picture  of  Goss 
and  Langley  sho^vn  to  witness.]  I  recognize,  in  this  picture, 
the  one  standing  as  Wilson's  picture. — C ross-examinat.  I 
never  saw  a  man  look  at  all  like  that  picture,  except  Wilson, 
nor  hear  any  resemblance  to  him.  Tt  is  by  the  general  make- 
up o(  tlic  man  that  1  idcnlify  him  in  this  picture, 

Alirttliam  Goad. — I  reside  in  Ct>npcrstnwn ;  am  a  cariientcr 
by  trade.  I  knew  A.  C.  Wilson  during  the  time  he  lived  at 
Mr.  Mullin's.  1  saw  him  three  or  four  times  every  week. 
(The  picture  of  CJoss  and  Langley  shown  to  witness.]  I  recog- 
nize the  one  standinj;,  as  A.  C.  Wilson,  Wilson  borrowed 
four  and  a  half  dollars  in  money  from  me.  A  short  time  after- 
wards he  came  to  nie  and  offered  me  a  finger  ring  as  a  pledge 
for  payment.  I  look  the  ring  and  kept  it  about  one  month, 
I  then  sent  tlic  ring  to  him,  to  his  address  at  that  time,  in  New- 
ark, New  Jersey.  I  sent  him  at  the  same  time  the  screw- 
driver model.  The  ring  had  a  large  stone  setting.  pTie  ring 
before  introduced  in  evidence  was  handed  to  witness.]  This 
looks  like  the  ring-  I  sent  it  to  him  in  a  package,  by  express, 
about  the  ist  of  January.  I  sent  it  at  his  request.  While  I 
had  the  ring  in  my  yiosscssion  I  did  not  wear  it,  hut  put  it  away. 
I  never  examined  it  particularly.  The  screw-driver  model  was 
a  double  ratchet,  made  in  three  pieces;  the  driver  part  had  a 
stem  to  it  that  ran  through  the  other  two  pieces,  so  that  one 
could  move  the  driver  without  the  handle  turning  in  one's 
band.     I  never  saw  one  like  it.     It  was  peculiar. 

Ne^vton  ^farshall. — ^I  reside  at  Bryn  Ma%vr  Station,  I  am 
ticket  agent  of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company,  and  agent 
of  Adams  Express  Company.  I  have  received  packages 
through  my  office  directed  to  A.  C.  Wilson,  and  delivered  them 
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lo  liini,  for  which  he  receipted.  [Receipt  book  of  company 
handed  to  witness.]  The  first  package  was  received  on  Octo- 
ber i6ili,  1872.  It  was  a  paper  package,  probably  eighteen 
inches  long,  by  t^vclvc  wide,  and  three  or  four  thick.  It  would 
weigh  about  eight  pounds.  It  felt  soft,  like  clottiing.  It  came 
from  Baltimore  by  the  way  of  Philadelphia,  as  appears  by  the 
way-bill  which  is  in  tliis  book.  The  next  package  came  No- 
vember 23d.  1872,  and  was  delivered  to  A.  C  Wilson.  It 
was  a  money  package  and  said  to  contain  $4a  He  receipted 
for  it  in  this  book.  It  came  from  Baltimore  by  way  of  Plitla- 
delphia.  I  saw  Wilson  frequently  in  October  and  November. 
1872.  I  suppose  I  saw  him  nearly  every  day  for  a  month.  I 
became  (amiliar  with  his  appearance,  in  a  business  way,  by  hi» 
calling  at  my  office.  [Picture  of  Goss  and  Langley  shown  to 
witness.]  The  man  staniling  in  this  picture  is  the  man  1  de- 
livered the  packages  to. 

Dai-id  Bachrach. — I  reside  in  Bahimore:  am  a  photographer. 
[Picture  of  Goss  and  Langley  shown  to  witness.]  I  have  the 
negative  those  pictures  were  taken  from,  in  my  possession. 
[^Witness  produces  and  exhibits  negative.]  It  is  a  picture  of 
Winfield  S.  Goss  and  Mr.  Langley.  I  had  known  Mr.  Goss  a 
few  months  before  making  that  negative.  This  print  [examin- 
ing photographic  card  heretofore  introduced  in  evidence,  rep- 
resenting one  man  standing  and  the  other  sitting]  was  mailc 
about  a  year  ago.  from  this  negative.  At  the  time  it  was  taken 
I  did  not  notice  anything  on  the  finger  of  Mr.  Gosg.  'I"he  pho- 
tograph sfiows  he  has  a  ring  there. 

Annif  E.  Mullin. — I  reside  in  Cooperstown,  in  tlie  family  of 
David  R.  Mullin.  I  knew  A.  C.  Wilson  while  he  lived  in  our 
family.  He  was  a  nice-looking  gentleman;  he  had  quite  dark 
hair,  a  little  curly.  [The  photograph  introduced  in  evidence 
shown  to  witness.]  The  one  standing  is  the  picture  of  the 
gentleman  who  boardal  at  our  house.  [The  seal  ring  hereto- 
fore introduced  in  evidence  handed  lo  witness.]  Tliat  looks 
like  the  ring  I  saw  him  wear. 

Horatio  C.  Lit::cttbcr£. — I  reside  in  Athensvillc,  about  a  mile 
and  a  <|uarter  from  Coopcr.«itown.  I  keep  a  hotel  there.  I 
knew  A.  C.  Wilson.  lie  came  to  mv  place  to  obtain  hoard, 
and  remained  about  3  week.     He  drank  occasionally;  I  saw 
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him  intoxicated  twice.  [Witness  identified  a.  due  bill  from  A. 
C  Wilson  to  H.  C.  Litzenberg,  dated  Nuvember  23d,  1872,] 
I  wrote  the  paper  aiid  he  returned  it  to  me  signed,  1  did 
not  see  him  write  his  name. 

Thomas  R.  Haley, — I  reside  in  Athcnsville.  and  assist  Mr. 
Litzcnlwrg  in  his  business.  I  knew  a  man  who  represented 
himself  to  be  A.  C.  Wilson.  He  came  to  obtain  board  and 
remained  about  a  week.  He  came  on  the  i6tli  of  November, 
1872,  and  went  away  on  the  23d  of  sanic  month.  He  was 
intoxicated  several  times  while  there.  I  refused  him  liquor  at 
the  bar  several  times. 

Mrs.  Elisabelk  Toombes. — 1  reside  in  Newark,  New  Jersey; 
am  the  wife  of  Isaac  Toumbes.  Mr.  A.  C,  Wilson  came  to  my 
house  Nuvember  29tli,  1872,  and  remained  there  as  a  boarder 
during  nearly  seven  months.  1  remember  seeing  the  prisoner 
at  the  bar,  on  the  1  ith  day  of  May,  1873,  at  my  house  in 
Newark.  He  came  to  see  A.  C.  Wilson.  He  was  introduced 
to  me  by  A.  C.  Wilson  as  Mr.  MulUn.  He  came  between 
five  and  six  o'clock  on  Sunday  morning.  My  husband  con- 
ducted him  upstairs  to  Mr.  Wilson's  room.  He  took  break- 
fast with  me.  After  breakfast,  they  ntade  arrangements  to  go 
to  New  York;  Wilson  came  and  asked  me  for  an  umbrella. 
They  then  went  away  together,  and  returned  together  the  same 
evening.  They  then  took  supper,  after  which  they  went  to 
their  room,  upstairs;  Mr.  Udderzook  left  to  take  the  cars  a 
little  before  nine  o'clock  that  night  I  have  not  seen  him 
from  that  time  until  I  came  into  this  court-room.  Mr.  Wilson 
left  my  house  June  25th,  1873.  It  was  Wednesday  evening, 
between  nine  and  ten  o'clock.  He  left,  as  he  said,  to  meet  a 
friend  in  Phila<letphia.  He  said  he  was  going  to  Pliiladelphia. 
Mr.  Wilson  was  what  I  wouhl  call  a  large  man;  full-chested, 
square  shoulders,  throwing  his  shoulders  back,  especially  when 
■walking.  He  had  dark  hair  sprinkled  with  gray;  whiskers  tlie 
same.  He  wore  side  whiskers,  with  mustache  somewhat  con- 
nected with  his  whiskers — what  I  believe  are  called  Bumaide 
whiskers.  His  eyes  were  dark.  He  wore  no  beard  on  his 
chin.  In  conversation  1  obi^erved  his  teeth.  He  had  a  very 
good  set  of  teeth.  He  took  with  him  his  overcoat;  I  should 
call  it  a  very  dark  wine  color.    He  had  a  pair  of  light  panta- 
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looas  on  when  he  went  away,  and  a  dark  resL  He  wore  con- 
gress gaiters;  he  liad  no  buttons  on  them.  [Exhibiting  shoes 
heretofore  introduced  in  evidence.]  They  were  sometlung 
similar  to  those;  I  could  not  swear  those  were  the  shoes.  His 
shoes  were  marked  eights;  he  used  lo  leave  them  on  tlic  rack 
in  my  hall. — Queslion.  Where  was  the  mark  you  saw? — j4h- 
swer.  On  the  elastic,  on  the  inside. — Question.  On  both 
shoes  or  only  one? — Ansiver.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that — 
Qtuslion.  Sec  whether  there  is  a  mark  in  that  shoe?— /l»«t«T. 
[Examining  shoe.]  It  looks  like  tlte  figure  1  saw  in  Mr.  Wil- 
son's shoe.  On  the  Tuesday  before  Mr.  Wilson  left  (he  was 
going  away  on  Wednesday),  he  brought  me  a  shirt  and  asked 
if  I  would,  wash  it  for  him.  Myself  and  girl  washed  and  ironed 
it  for  him.  It  was  a  new  shirt  and  rather  diflicull  for  the  girl 
lo  iron,  so  I  told  her  to  leave  it  until  after  dinner  and  I  would 
iron  it.  I  did  iron  it,  and  in  doing  so  1  observed  the  band 
button  was  off  at  the  back  of  the  neck,  and  1  sewed  one  on 
in  its  place.  Tlie  shirt  opened  behind.  'Iliere  had  been  two 
buttons  on— one  on  the  yoke  and  one  on  the  band.  There 
was  a  hultnn-hnle  in  ihc  front  of  the  band  aronnd  the  neck; 
eyelet  holes  in  the  middle  plait  of  bosom,  for  studs;  a  loop  at 
the  bottom  of  the  bosom  plaits,  and  ]>lait!i  by  the  side  of  the 
middle  plait,  ft  was  the  first  time  it  had  been  washed  since  it 
was  done  up  new.  Mr.  Wilson  had  worn  it  a  week  previous. 
[Ttie  shirt  heretofore  introduced  in  evidenee  exhibited  to  wit- 
ness.] In  respect  to  the  buttons,  buttnn-holes.  and  the  plaits, 
this  shirt  ajiswers  to  the  same  descripiiim  as  the  one  I  washed. 
When  Mr.  Wilson  first  came  to  my  house  he  engaged  board, 
and  then  went  away  and  got  his  baggage,  which  consisted  of  a 
leather  valise  only.  The  valise  had  two  handles  placed  so  they 
could  both  be  elapsed  by  the  same  hand.  The  inside  partition 
of  the  valise  was  loose,  as  I  learned  by  picking  il  up  from  the 
floor  where  he  had  thrown  it.  The  partition  was  covere<l  with 
blue  paper,  small  6gures.  This  partition  was  left  behind  by 
Wilson  when  he  went  away.  When  1  moved  house  it  was 
tlirown  away.  The  valise  w-tis  tan-colnrcd.  and  looked  as 
though  it  had  been  roughly  handled.  Tliere  were  three  letters 
on  one  end,  one  of  which  I  think  was  a  C.  [The  valise  hereto- 
fore introduced  in  evidence  exhibited  to  witness.]    It  looks 
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like  the  valise.  The  IcRcrs  on  the  end  arc  in  the  same  place, 
but  cannot  say  certain  about  Ihcm,  as  they  arc  so  much  dc- 
(acctl.  The  size  of  this  vahsc,  its  cuh»r,  and  the  color  of  the 
lining,  correspond  with  that  of  Wilson's.  At  the  time  Wilson 
came  to  board  with  mc,  1  lived  at  No.  275  Mulberry  Street, 
and  I  moved  on  the  first  day  of  April,  1873,  to  No.  331  Mul- 
bcrr>-  Street.  When  he  left  1  was  living  at  No.  331  Mulberry 
Street.  When  he  came  to  board  with  me  he  wore  no  ring; 
but  he  often  spoke  of  one  which  he  owned,  and  when  it  came 
I  was  curious  to  see  and  examine  it.  I  liaxi  it  in  my  hands  and 
examined  it.  and  saw  him  wear  it  aller^'ards.  I  had  it  in  my 
possession  one  afternoon  last  April.  It  was  handed  mc  by  a 
member  of  the  family  to  give  to  Mr.  Wilson.  I  put  it  on  my 
finger  until  tea-time  and  then  delivered  it  to  Mr.  Wilson.  It 
was  a  gold  ring  with  blood-stone  setting.  Tlie  stone  was 
longer  than  it  was  wide.  There  was  a  groove  around  the  gold 
hand,  .1  sort  of  beading.  [The  ring  exhibited  to  witness.]  It 
looks  like  the  same  ring.  I  placed  it  on  this  forefinger,  be- 
cause it  was  loose  for  my  other  fingers.  Mr.  Wilson  wore  it 
on  the  ring-finger  of  his  left  hand.  Mr.  Wilson  received  letters 
by  post,  brought  by  the  letter-carrier.  They  were  addressed 
to  Mr.  A.  C.  Wilson.  I  did  not  often  notice  the  post-mark, 
but  I  have  noticed  the  posl-martc  Baltimore  upon  his  letters. 
He  has  directed  letters  for  me.  I  saw  a  letter  he  sent  away. 
I  saw  that  it  was  addressed  to  Miss  liliza  .^rden,  Baltimore. 
lie  had  a  pair  of  eye-glasses.  He  never  appeared  to  use  them. 
I  have  seen  him  read  and  write.  He  did  not  then  u&c  them. 
He  wore  them  by  a  cord  about  his  neck,  and  carried  them 
in  his  vest  pocket.  He  had  a  habil  of  drinking.  On  several 
occasions  he  was  very  much  intoxicated.  When  Mr.  Udder- 
zook  was  at  my  house  to  see  him,  Mr.  Wilson  called  Uddcr- 
zook  "  Doctor."  He  left  on  Wednesday  evening.  The  next 
Saturday  morning  1  received  a  note  from  him,  written  on  Fri- 
day, dated  from  Pliitadclphia.  I  did  not  save  it,  I  burned  it. 
He  wrote  me  saying  that  lie  enclosed  $2.50,  with  which  he 
wished  me  to  pay  $1.00  to  the  paper-man.  and  $1.50  to  a  Mr. 
Meyers,  across  the  street  from  my  house.  He  wrote  that  he 
was  the  most  miserable  man  living,  and  wished  himself  b;ack 
at  our  house  again,  and  said  he  should  s<ul  for  Europe  on 
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Saturday  noon.  There  was  no  money  in  the  letter.  We  had 
a  private  sitting-room  for  our  boarders,  and  he  frequently  went 
into  it.  He  had  an  invention  which  was  called  the  model  of  a 
screw-driver.  My  attention  was  called  to  it,  but  I  could  not 
explain  what  it  was.  [The  name  of  A.  Campbell  Goss  was 
here  called,  but  he  did  nut  respond,  and  tile  examination  of 
the  above  witness  was  continued  as  fuUows,]  'Hicre  was  an- 
other person  who  called  to  sec  Mr.  Wilson.  I  think  it  was 
during  the  last  of  January,  1873.  He  was  introduced  to  me 
a*  Mr.  Wilson's  brother.  He  resembled  Mr.  Wilson.  He 
came  un  a  Simtlay  moniing  and  left  Monday  afternoon.  He 
called  for  a  private  room,  and  in  the  evening  I  gave  tlieiii  tlic 
dining-room  to  do  sonic  writing  in.  Tliey  were  writing  there 
all  the  evening.  (The  Goss-I^^nglcy  picture  was  u\bibited  to 
wibiess.j  I  recognize  the  one  standing  to  be  Mr.  Wilson.  Mr. 
Wilson  had  no  bxiMncss  while  he  was  at  my  house. — Crots- 
examination.  I  saw  the  shin  before  I  saw  it  here,  in  the  office 
of  Mr.  Wanger,  the  Coinmonwealtli's  Altonicy.  I  alsu  saw 
the  shoes  in  the  hands  of  other  persons.  I  did  not  examine 
them.  At  the  time  Mr.  Wilson  lived  wtlh  nie.  my  family  con- 
sisted of  fifteen  or  twenty  persons.  Sometimes  we  had  twelve 
to  eighteen  boarders.  The  latter  part  of  last  January  a  gentle- 
man,  who  represented  himself  as  from  Nashville,  Tennessee, 
and  as  being  a  brother  of  A.  C,  Wilson,  came  to  my  house  in 
Newark.    He  resembled  Mr.  Wilson. 

Miss  Emma  Taylor. — I  rcsiile  in  Newark  and  live  with  Mrs. 
Toombcs,  who  has  just  lieen  examined.  At  the  time  .^.  C. 
Wilson  boarded  at  her  house  I  knew  Mr.  Wilson;  saw  him 
daily  at  meal  times,  evenings,  and  on  Sundays.  He  was  a 
stout,  fine-looking  man,  with  full  chest,  very  dark  brown  hair, 
slightly  mixed  with  gray,  and  at  that  time  wore  a  moustache 
and  side  whiskers.  He  had  large,  dark  eyes,  and  heavy  eye- 
brows. In  talking  he  showed  his  teeth,  which  were  very  good. 
He  had  a  large  seal  ring,  which  at  one  time  he  gave  to  me  and 
I  kept  it  about  tlirec  weeks.  I  tiave  not  seen  It  since  I  parted 
with  it.  On  the  stone  setting  were  two  spots,  which  he  pointed 
out  to  roc,  with  a  sort  of  a  clrip  bctin-ccn  them.  The  part  which 
goes  round  the  finger  is  not  quite  round  in  shape.  fTlic  ring 
heretofore  mlntduccd  in  evidence  banded  to  witness.    Witness 
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takes  ihc  ring  and  proceeds  to  a  window  and  closely  examines 
itj  I  cannot  see  the  spots  so  distinctly  as  I  remember  them. 
The  resemblance  of  the  ring  itself,  and  the  shape  and  size  is 
the  same. — The  Court,  Let  us  see  what  those  spots  arc.  [The 
witness  hands  the  ring  to  the  judge,  and  explains  what  she 
means  by  the  spot*.]  Mr.  Wilson  gave  it  lo  me  to  keep,  and 
I  wore  it  on  tliat  forefinger  with  two  or  three  other  rings.  It 
was  a  rather  tight  fit  on  that  finger  then  and  it  is  the  same  now. 
I  kept  the  ring  about  three  weeks,  and  then  gave  it  to  Mrs. 
Toombes,  and  she  returned  it  to  Mr.  Wilson.  I  have  seen  Mr. 
Udderrook,  the  prisoner  at  the  bar,  before.  I  saw  him  on  the 
iith  ol  May  last,  at  tlie  house  of  Mrs.  Toombes,  The  way  I 
remember  or  fix  the  date  is  because  there  was  a  lady  friend 
visiting  me,  and  she  went  away  on  Sunday,  and  the  nth,  when 
he  carac,  was  the  Sunday  week  before  she  went  away.  [The 
Gofis-Langley  picture  exhibited  to  witness.]  I  recognize  the 
one  standing  as  Mr.  Wilson.  He  left  Mrs.  Toombes's  family 
on  the  25th  of  Jime.  He  told  me  he  was  going  to  Philadelphia. 
While  he  lived  at  Mrs.  Toombcs's  he  wrote  me  several  notes. — 
Cross-cxaniiitadoit.  I  recognize  Mr.  Wilson,  in  the  picture, 
from  the  whole  appearance  of  the  person ;  from  the  whote  effect 
of  the  figure.  When  Mr.  Wilson  gave  mc  the  ring  he  was 
under  the  influence  of  liquor.  I  offered  him  the  ring  back 
several  times  when  he  was  sober,  and  he  would  not  take  it. 
Tlie  notes  he  wrote  me  were  upon  small  pieces  of  paper,  which 
he  placed  in  my  hands.  To  some  of  thern  he  signed  his  name 
A.  C.  Wilson,  and  lo  others  no  name  at  all.  He  wrote  them 
frequently,  sometimes  three  or  four  a  day.  Sometimes  he  and 
1  would  talk  about  the  contents  of  the  notes  afterwards.  I 
have  a  recollection  of  his  handwriting,  but  not  very  distinct 
JComnionwealth's  Attorney  proposed  to  offer  two  letters  to 
witness  and  ask  if  she  recognizes  handwriting.  One  letter 
dated  Newark.  January  9,  and  received  by  David  R.  Mullin. 
Tlie  other  addressed  to  S.  R.  Downs.  June  loth.  1872.] 
Objected  to  by  defense,  and  exception  reserved. — By  the  Court. 
Do  >'oii  recognize  the  handwriting?  Look  at  it  carefully  and 
say  whether  you  know  that  handwriting?  Do  you  know  the 
character  of  the  writing? — Anstvcr.  Yes,  sir.  The  writing  is 
that  of  A.  C.  Wilson,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
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TTie  following  are  the  letters  shown  to  witne&s: 

S.  R.  Downs. 
Succcsi  L.  i. 

Dear  Sir — i  have  jdsl  noticed  four  advettisemeTit  in  Ihe  New 
York  herald.  ptcAsc  drop  mc  a  (cw  lines  and  state  if  you  cotUd  not 
ACCOUHODATK  an  humble  unassuming  iind  gouti  naturcd  indiridual. 
as  i  protest  to  be  for  less  money  than  your  advenitement  calls  for, 
am  easy  To  please,  can  put  up  with  anything,  all  i  want  is  to  get  in 
Ihe  country.  Flcasc  let  nic  hi-ar  from  yva  at  any  rate  with  direc- 
tions how  to  find  yoar  house. 

Yon  re  most  rcsp't. 

A.  C.  Wilson. 


New  York,  Jan.  3,  1873. 
David  R-  Mulum.  Esq.,  Cooperrtown,  Pa. 

Dear  CtovERNOR — I  have  hut  just  time  to  write  you  a  (cw  lines 
merely  to  inform  you  of  my  whembuulx  anj  good  health,  &c.,  &c. 
Well  as  you  see  from  this  letter  I  am  again  in  the  great  luetropulis, 
hard  iit  work,  and  working  liarder  than  1  ever  did  bcEorc  in  my  life 
1  am  with  a  large  finii  lierr.  that  was  among  the  sulTerers  from  the 
Boston  fire.  Their  lo«  is  near  a  Jioo.ooo,  and  tlmy  arc  workmK  hard 
to  regain  their  former  fooling.  I  am  glad  that  1  have  came  to  them 
in  their  distress  Inr  they  were  sorely  in  need  o(  my  as«lsi»nce  (.humble 
as  it  inny  he)  for  iti  thciic  hurried  times  tbey  wanted  no  new  hands, 
but  old  ones,  and  as  I  am  familiar  with  their  business  as  well  as 
thtir  curtom.  I  need  no  instructions.  I  have  been  to  Philadelphia 
twice  and  to  Boston  once  since  I  left  you.  and  t  leave  here  again 
to-night  for  Boston,  and  as  soon  as  I  return.  I  am  off  for  the  West 
[or  them.  So  you  (cc  my  dear  Govcmof  I  have  my  haniU  lull.  I 
have  not  had  any  leisure  moments  lo  myself  since  I  have  been  here 
and  will  not  until  I  return  from  my  Western  trip.  These  men  have 
been  my  friends  in  limits  i<.ist  and  1  am  glad  to  have  the  oppur> 
tunity  to  reciprocate  their  kindness.  Gov.  you  know  that  I  was  look- 
ing for  a  paclnge  by  express  when  I  left  you.  Well  in  that  package 
I  expected  a  $ioa  I  have  received  the  iMdcagc.  but  only  received 
$40  instead  of  $100.  The  imth  of  this  you  can  find  out  Imm  the 
clerk  at  Bryn  Mawr  station.  Had  I  received  the  $100  I  should  have 
been  able  to  pay  you  what  I  owe  you.  but  as  it  is  I  hope  you  are  not 
uneasy  for  L  *'"  ^°^  '°"ft  remain  in  your  debt.  Now  a  lew  words 
about  family  matter*  and  I  -will  rloie  my  letter.  The  time  that  ( 
lived  in  your  family  have  been  very  pleasant  and  agreeabte.  I  was 
treated  by  all  like  a  Ki^ntlcman  and  tried  to  the  very  best  of  my 
ability  to  act  in  accordance  and  1  flatter  myself  that  1  «itfcceded 
until  within  a  few  days  of  my  departure  and  then  ttul  DM  old  fool 
made  me  mad  with  his  in.«ults  and  then  I  made  an  ass  of  myself  by 
drinking  whisky.    I  would  not  have  had  it  happen  for  anything,  that 
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I  possess,  p-irlicularly  while  in  your  hoim*.  but  I  c.in  only  «ay  nnw 
that  1  am  heartily  ashamed  of  it.  and  hope  that  I  will  al  no  distant 
day  liave  an  oiii>t>rtunity  to  make  ainiienient  for  it.  I  wUh  that  I 
had  all  to  ifo  over  again.  How  different  [  would  acL  My  alTairs  in 
Tennessee  arc  proBTcssing  tavorahlc  and  1  hope  soon  to  be  ail  right. 
Please  remember  me  with  kindnexs  to  your  good  wife  and  tft  Avnik. 
Also  to  all  incjirinK  friends.  I  have  wriitcn  Abe  Good  and  he  is  to 
scml  tnc  my  rina  and  screw  driver,  and  ii  you  have  no  objection 
please  give  him  watch.  1  need  it  very  much  in  traveling.  Write  me 
a  few  lines  and  send  it  in  the  packaKc  that  Abe  is  sending  me. 
Hoping  to  hear  from  you  soon  I  remain  as  ever. 

Yours  most  respectfully, 

A.  C.  WI1.M3N. 

Mr.  Hayes  offered  to  show  to  the  witness  the  letters  of  W. 
S,  Goss  to  Dr.  Steele,  [I'lde  page  227.]  L'pon  examining  the 
handwriting  witness  saitl,  "  It  looks  like  Mr.  Wilson's  writing, 
but  not  so  distinctly.  I  tliink  it  is  his  tu  tlic  best  ol  my  jutlg- 
ment." 

Isaac  Twrnbes.^l  am  husband  of  Mrs.  Toombcs,  who  has 
testified.  I  knew  A.  C  Wilson,  who  was  at  my  house  about 
seven  months.  I  saw  him  nearly  evet^  day.  1  was  with  htm 
and  conversed  with  him  frequently.  He  was  a  fine-lcioking. 
stout,  ivell-biiill  man.  He  would  throw  his  shoulders  well  back 
when  he  walked.  He  had  a  large,  full  chest;  was  about  five 
feet  eight  inches  tall,  and  wore  side  whiskers  and  mustache. 
His  hair  and  whiskers  were  nearly  black,  mixed  with  gray.  He 
had  dark  eyes.  I  have  noticed  his  finger  ring,  have  had  it  in 
my  hands  several  times.  We  had  a  talk  about  the  ring  before 
iteame,  and  when  it  came  it  had  become  a  subject  of  curiosity, 
and  WD  all  took  a  look  at  it.  [The  ring  heretofore  introduced 
in  evidence  handed  the  witness,]  It  looks  in  every  particular 
like  his  ring.  [The  photograph  handed  to  witness.]  T  recog- 
nize the  one  standing  to  be  Mr.  Wilson.  He  wotild  frequently 
drink  to  excess.  I  saw  him  when  he  left  my  house.  He  said 
he  was  going  to  Philadelphia.  I  have  seen  the  prisoner,  Mr. 
Udderzook,  at  my  house.  He  was  there  on  Sunday,  the  tith 
day  of  May,  1873,.  He  came  to  sec  Mr.  Wilson.  He  came 
soon  after  five  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  rang  the  bell.  T  got 
out  of  bed,  and  went  to  the  door  and  let  him  in.  He  said  he 
wanted  to  see  Mr.  Wilson.  1  told  him  I  did  not  like  to  call 
Mr.  Wilson  at  that  hour,  as  there  was  another  man  who  i^wmed 
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with  him.  He  said  he  wait  a  {larttctilar  friend  o(  Mr.  Wilson, 
ami  1  anlcL-iJ  him  in.  He  followed  nic  upstairs.  I  called  Mr. 
Wilson  and  told  him  a  gentleman  wanted  to  see  hira.  I  turned 
and  asked  the  gentleman  his  name,  and  he  said  "  Doc."  I  re- 
pealed "  Doc?  "  He  said,  "  Alt  right,"  and  then  I  left  him  and 
Wilson  together.  I  afterwards  ^w  thciii  at  brcakfa^tt  together, 
sitting  side  by  side.  Mr.  Wilson  an<I  he  went  away  together, 
and  I  saw  them  at  tea,  on  their  return  to  my  house  the  same 
evening.  About  nine  o'clock  they  botii  left  the  house  to  go  to 
the  depot,  Mr.  Wilson  came  'back  alone. — Cross -examiHcJ. 
Mr.  Wilson  was  not  in  any  business.  He  spent  his  lime  mostly 
in  the  house.  He  would  often  lie  abed  in  the  afternoons.  He 
would  smoke  after  dinner  and  then  go  and  lie  down.  After 
breakfa.st  he  would  usually  light  his  pipe  and  sit  down  to  read 
the  papers.  Towards  the  last  of  his  being  there,  he  and  the 
other  gentlemen  took  a  paper  together.  We  commenced  tak- 
ing it  about  the  time  the  trial  was  going  on  in  the  insurance 
case  in  Baltimore. 

Samuel  Rteve. — I  reside  in  New  York:  am  a  jeweller  by 
trade.  I  knew  A.  C.  Wilson  when  1  boarded  with  Mrs. 
Toombes,  in  Newark.  [  knew  him  from  five  to  seven  montlis. 
I  saw  him  every  day  during  the  time  I  was  there,  which  vt-as 
from  the  day  after  Thanksgiving  until  the  second  week  in 
April.  He  was  a  stout,  broad-shouldered  man,  round,  full 
cliesl,  very  straight  back.  I  should  think  his  height  five  feet 
eight  to  nine  inches:  weight,  from  one  hundred  and  eighty  to 
one  hundred  and  ninety  pounds;  and  from  tliirtyfive  to  forty 
years  of  age.  He  had  dark  hair,  side  whiskers,  and  mustache. 
His  chin  was  shaved.  His  eyes  were  dark.  I  roomed  with 
him  from  the  first  night  he  came,  and  as  long  as  I  remained. 
I  roomed  with  him  after  we  moved.  He  had  a  valise;  all  the 
baggage  I  ever  saw.  [The  valise  heretofore  introduced  in  evi- 
dence was  where  witness  saw  it.]  It  was  very  much  like  that 
one;  I  think  that  is  the  valise.  I  have  seen  it  opcne<l,  and  1 
know  the  partition  inside  of  his  valise  was  broken.  He  used 
to  drink  to  excess.  I  have  seen  him  pretty  tight  several  times. 
I  saw  and  examined  his  finger  ring  several  times  while  he  was 
there.  He  asked  me  once  or  twice  how  much  the  ring  was 
worth,  and  how  much  he  could  obtain  by  pawning  it.    [Ring 
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exhibited  to  and  identified  by  witness,] — The  Court.  How  are 
you  able  to  iiicatify  that? — Answer,  'fhc  ring  Wilson  had,  had 
a  stone  of  the  same  niatcrial  and  of  the  sainc  size,  and  had  a 
beading  from  the  setting;,  around  the  finger  to  the  setting. 
The  stone  was  set  in  the  same  manner  as  this.  Usually,  the 
setting,  from  the  stone.  Manges — is  not  square.  This  one  is 
neither  Sfiuare  nor  slanting.  1  have  seen  an  invention  of  his — 
the  model  of  a  revolving  double-ratchet  screw-<lrivcr.  I  have 
hati  it  in  my  hands  and  examined  it.  I  have  .seen  him  write 
letters  in  our  room.  Sometimes  he  gave  (he  letters  to  me  to 
mail  for  him  in  New  York.  I  remember  the  address  of  A.  C. 
Goss,  Baltimore,  upon  the  letters.  I  do  not  remember  the 
street  and  number.  I  sent  for  him  a  package,  by  Adams  Ex- 
press, from  "New  York  to  Baltimore.  It  appeared  like  a  news- 
paper roiled  up  in  brown  paper.  It  was  addressed  to  A.  C. 
Goss,  Baltimore.  He  asked  me  to  express  it  from  New  York. 
I  worked  in  New  York,  and  went  back  and  fnrth  every  day. 
He  had  a  pair  of  eye-glasses  which  lie  used  to  wear  fa-stened  to 
a  black  cord.  I  never  saw  him  use  them  to  place  them  on  his 
eyee.  [The  Goss-Langley  picture  handed  to  witness.]  The 
gentleman  standing  is  Wilson. 

Prankiin  E.  Mills. — I  reside  in  Newark ;  was  acquainted  with 
A.  C,  Wilson  at  Mrs.  Toombes'  boarding-house.  I  knew  him 
while  I  was  there,  which  was  from  about  tlie  15th  of  February 
to  the  1st  of  April.  1873.  He  was  a  full-chested,  broad- 
shouldered  man;  dark  hair,  slightly  mixed  with  gray,  side  whis- 
kers and  mustache.  1  have  mailed  letters  for  him  directed  to 
A.  C.  Goss,  Baltimore.  T  mailed  them  in  New  York,  at  his 
request. 

James  R.  IVUIioms. — I  reside  in  New  York  city;  am  a  manu- 
facturer of  jewelry  by  occupation.  I  knew  A.  C.  Wilson  in 
Newark,  from  the  middle  of  May  until  the  time  he  went  away 
in  June.  I  saw  him  leave  Nc%vark.  He  left  in  the  evening  of 
the  25tli  of  June.  I-  saw  and  examined  his  ring.  [The  ring 
shown  to  witness.]  That  is  the  ring.  I  recognize  it  because 
it  is  what  is  called  a  fine  blood-.stone,  and  it  is  a  peculiarly 
made  ring.  I  never  saw  any  other  ring  made  as  this  is,  and  1 
have  been  in  the  business  some  years.  From  the  .shank  of  the 
ring  to  the  top  of  the  head  it  is  unusually  flat.    An  American- 


HOMICIDE. 


2S7 


made  ring  is  usually  higher.  The  stone  U  square,  and  the 
setting  should  be  square  with  it.  It  is  not  so,  however;  the 
corners  o(  tlie  setting  are  rounded.  [The  Goss-Langley  photo- 
graph exhibited  to  witness.]  I  recognize  the  tall  person,  Mio 
in  the  picture  is  standing,  as  A.  C.  yiHson.—^ross-examittatwn. 
An  American-made  ring  is  usually  higher;  that  is  to  say,  this 
is  flat  (or  an  American  ring.  I  spoke  of  this  fact  when  tlie 
ring  was  first  shown  to  me  by  Wilson.  1  made  the  remark 
that  the  ring  was  probably  made  in  America  by  an  Enghsh- 
man.  Tlie  stone  is  not  uncommon.  The  only  peculiarity  I 
noticed  about  the  ring  is  in  its  manufacture.  The  reason  I 
took  so  much  notice  of  that  ring  is  because  I  was  asked  to 
buy  it,  and  raanscqucntly  I  examined  it  thoroughly.  The  head 
of  the  ring,  that  is,  the  stone  and  setting  combined,  is  low  for 
an  American-made  ring.  The  EJiglisU  workmen  make  the 
head  lower  than  we  do,  so  that  the  ring  may  be  worn  with  a 
glove.  I  should  judge,  as  an  expert,  this  ring  was  made  to 
onler,  because  of  its  peculiar  make,  rather  than  made  in  the 
usual  ordinar>'  course  of  manufacture.  It  is  not  a  good  piece 
of  workmanship,  nor  a  fine  piece  of  jewelry. 

Augustus  J.  Saurinc. — I  reside  in  New  York  city;  am  a  car- 
riage painter. .  I  knew  A.  C.  Wilson  all  the  time  he  was  at 
Mrs.  Toombes's  boarding-house.  I  boarded  there  myself  and 
saw  him  nearly  every  day.  [Witness  identifies  the  photo- 
graphic picture  of  the  man  standing  by  the  side  of  Langlcy  as 
A.  C.  Wilson.]  Two  or  three  weeks  before  he  left  he  bor- 
rowed a  pair  of  boots  from  me  to  wear  while  he  was  having 
his  shoes  repaired.  I  saw  his  shoes;  they  were  congress  gai- 
ters. He  bad  them  half-soled,  and  he  showed  them  to  me  after 
ihcy  had  been  repaired.  [The  shoes  heretofore  introduced  in 
evidence  exhibited  to  witness.]  These  shoes  look  like  the  same 
ones,  but  !  would  not  swear  positively  they  were  the  same.  I 
have  before  seen  the  prisoner  at  the  bar.  I  saw  him  in  New- 
ark, at  the  house  of  Mrs.  Toombes  one  Sunday  morning.  I 
heard  the  bell  ring  at  the  door  and  heard  Mr.  Toombcs  call 
Mr.  Wilson.  I  heard  Mr.  Wilson  open  the  door  and  say  to 
Udderzook:  "  Hallol  Doc  "  and  Udderzook  answered:  "  Hallo! 
Sandy."  I  occupied  the  same  ronm  with  Wilson  at  the  time. 
I  was  in  bed,  but  could  sec  them  botli.    Tlicy  soon  went  out 
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ol  the  room,  and  I  did  not  see  them  again  until  at  breakfast — 
Cross-cxaminatiDti.  I  occupied  llic  same  room  willi  Wilson 
about  two  months,  the  latter  part  of  the  time  he  was  tlierc. 

BdwtH  Sultott. — 1  reside  in  New  York  city;  am  a  manufac- 
turing jeweller  by  trade.  Have  been  in  tlic  business  fifteen 
wars.  1  knew  A.  C  Wilson  about  four  mouths  at  the  house 
of  Mrs.  Toombes  in  Newark.  I  roomed  with  him  about  one 
month.  [Photograph  heretofore  offered  in  evidence  han<lcd  to 
witness.]  Tlie  person  standing  in  this  picture  1  recognize  as 
A.  C.  Wilson.  I  have  seen  him  have  a  finger-ring.  [Ring 
hjUlded  to  witness.]  That  is  the  ring  wliich  1  have  seen  A.  C. 
Wilson  wear.  I  recognize  it  by  the  beading  running  all  the 
way  round  the  shank,  and  by  the  peculiar  shape  of  the  head 
and  setting.  The  stone  is  an  oblong  square,  while  the  setting 
is  not  square,  but  rounded  at  (he  comers.  He  showed  mc  the 
ring  to  know  what  it  was  worth,  and  I  examined  it  at  the  time. 
I  have  seen  him  write,  but  never  examined  his  writing.  I  once 
posted  a  paper  for  him,  mailing  it  at  Station  C,  New  York  city. 
It  was  addressed  to  an  attomcy-at-law,  Baltimore.  Md.  I  saw 
an  invention  of  his.  It  was  a  wooden  model  of  a  screw-driver, 
with  a  revolving  handle  working  with  a  double  ratchet.  I  have 
seen  the  prisoner  at  the  bar.  I  saw  him  in  Mr,  Wilson's  room 
at  Mrs.  Toomhcs's  hou.sc,  on  the  uth  day  nf  May.  1873,  Wil- 
son introduced  the  prisoner  to  nic  as  Mr.  Miilliu.  He  asked 
me  about  the  trains  to  New  York.  1  did  not  see  them  again 
until  evening.  Wilson  called  the  prisoner  "  Doctor"  when  he 
spoke  tn  him.—^Cross-cxaminrd.  I  should  think  this  ring  was 
made  to  order,  because  I  never  before  saw  one  with  a  beading 
all  round,  and  with  the  setting  rounded  off  at  the  corners  when 
it  sliould  be  perfectly  square.  When  Wilson  showed  nic  the 
ring  I  noticed  it  had  been  mended  by  soldering  upon  the  in- 
side of  the  shank. 

Mrs.  MuUtM,  recalled. — Mr.  Hayes:  I  propose  to  show  this 
witness  a  promissory  note  dated  Coopcrstown,  September 
aolli,  187a,  signed  by  Henry  Rouple.  in  favor  of  witness,  for 
$75.  Look  at  that  paper  and  say  what  you  have  to  say  of  tt. 
Who  wrote  it? — /ins^vcr.  Mr.  .\.  C.  Wilson.  I  saw  him 
write  it.  I  requested  him  to  vtnitc  it  [or  nic,  and  he  wrote  it 
in  my  presence. 
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Michati  O'Donnet. — I  reside  in  New  York  city;  am  a  manu- 
fachiring  jeweler.  I  knew  A,  C.  Wilson  from  tlie  first  week  in 
January,  187^.  untii  he  left  Mrs.  Toombes's,  where  wc  both 
boarded  at  tlie  time.  At  one  time  I  roomed  with  him.  He 
had  a  valJM  with  hira.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  this 
valise  now  shown  to  nie  is  tlie  same  valise  Wilson  had.  [Pho- 
tograph heretofore  introduced  handed  to  witness.]  The  gen- 
ileman  standing  I  recognize  as  A.  C.  Wilson.  I  saw  the  pris- 
oner 21  the  bar  on  the  nth  day  of  May,  at  Mrs.  Toombes's 
boarding  house.  I  first  saw  him  there  at  breakfast.  Mr.  Wil- 
son called  the  prisoner  "  Doc,"  and  introduced  him  to  nie  as 
Mr.  MuIIin.  Wilson  wore  eye-glasses  upon  a  round,  black 
cord,  which  was  around  his  neck.  I  never  saw  him  use  the 
glasses  to  look  through.  I  have  seen  him  read  and  write.  I 
once  asked  Inm  for  a  button,  and  he  said :  "  WTiy  don't  you  get 
buttons  put  on  like  mine?"  and  he  showed  me  that  the  buttons 
upon  his  pantaloons  were  riveted  on.  On  the  aftemotm  of  the 
day  he  went  away.  I  gave  him  a  bone  collar-button,  or  stud. 
I  had  had  the  button  some  eighteen  months  before  i  gave  it  to 
him.  The  button  looked  as  though  it  had  been  smoked.  It 
was  of  a  brownish  color.  When  1  gave  it  to  him  he  put  it  in 
the  collar-band  of  his  shirt,  and  buttoned  his  collar  with  it. — 
Question.  Look  at  this  button,  and  give  us  your  opinion  about 
it. — Attsu'cr.  That  is  the  same  button  1  gave  to  Wilson,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection. — Cross-examined.  1  gave  him  the  but- 
ton because  I  had  made  myself  a  gold  one,  atid  was  putting 
the  gold  one  in  my  shirt  when  he  asked  me  for  the  bone  but- 
ton, and  I  gave  it  to  him.  He  at  once  put  the  button  or  stud 
into  his  shirt-collar  band.  I  bought  the  bone  button  in  New 
York,  at  a  place  where  there  were  many  more.  Il  was  discol- 
ored when  I  bought  il.  just  the  same  tinge  to  it  as  it  has  now. 

Tlie  prosecution  <jflfcn.'d  to  show  by  this  witness  that  Wilson 
had  stated  himself  interested  in  an  insurance  suit  which,  at  first, 
he  was  afraid  he  would  lose.  If  they  succeeded,  his  share  was 
lo  be  $15,1x10.  Wilson  siihsequenrty  told  witness  that  the 
suit  had  been  successful,  and  endeavored  10  induce  the  witness 
lo  join  him  in  a  scheme  to  cheat  the  insurance  companies,  say- 
ing it  would  be  very  easy  to  do  so  by  effecting  an  Insurance 
upon  his,  Wilson's,  life,  and  ihen  he  woiJd  disappear  and  go  to 
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Europe.  Tlie  offer  was  made  to  show  that  such  »  suit  was 
actually  progressing  in  Baltimore.  Tlie  Court  said  the  trans- 
action was  a  fact,  but  this  was  a  declaration  oi  the  deceased, 
and  could  not  be  admitted  as  yet  If  a  fraudulent  cotnbina- 
tion  be  proven,  then  it  might  be.  At  present  it  could  not  be 
admitted. 

Benjamin  C.  Norris^—l  reside  in  Newark;  am  a  house 
builder  by  occupation.  !  knew  a  man  who  called  himself  A. 
C  Wilson,  who  boarded  with  Mrs.  Tooinbes.  [The  witness 
was  shown  the  photograph,]  The  one  standing  resembles  the 
gentleman  whom  I  knew  as  A.  C.  Wilson.  He  at  one  time 
called  my  attention  to  a  pair  of  pants  he  had;  the  pants  were 
much  worn.  They  were  a  light-colored  brown  pants.  The 
seat  of  ihein  was  darned  very  niueli.  He  darned  them  with 
a  needle  and  thread.  [A  pair  of  pantaloons  handed  to  witness.*] 
t  think  these  are  the  pants;  it  looks  like  them,  at  all  events. 
There  is  the  darning;  I  am  able  to  say  they  arc  the  same  pants, 
I  last  saw  them  in  his  room.  He  bad  his  valise  lying  on  the 
bed — lying  open,  and  he  was  about  taking  it  up  to  go  away. 
He  had  no  room  in  his  valise  to  put  them. 

Mrs.  Toombcs,  recalled. — When  Mr.  Wilson  went  away  from 
my  house  last  June,  he  left  a  coat  and  a  pair  of  pantaloons. 
Tliey  were  light-colored  pantaloons.  [Same  pajitaloons  as 
shown  to  previous  witness  were  banded  to  this  witness.]  I 
think  these  are  the  same  ones  Mr.  Wilson  left  there.  I  recog- 
niie  them  by  this  darning,  which  I  saw  him  do.  I  noticed  it 
at  the  time,  and  spoke  to  him  about  it.  His  coat  was  a  long, 
black  frock  coat.  It  was  an  old  coat.  [Handing  witness  a 
black  cloth  coat.]     Tliat  is  the  same  coat. 

Augustus  ].  Saurinc,  recalled. — Mr.  Wilson  left  a  pair  of  old 
pantaloons  and  an  old  coal  when  be  went  away  from  Mrs, 
Toombes's  house.  They  were  Itght-colored  pantaloons,  with 
brown  spots  in  them.  He  offered  them  to  me  to  work  in  as 
overalls.  I  never  used  them.  I  was  rooming  with  him  when 
he  went  away.  [The  coat  and  pantaloons  heretofore  intro- 
duced were  shown  to  witness.]  These  are  the  same  pants  that 
he  gave  to  me,  and  this  is  the  very  same  kind  of  coat  he  had. 
It  was  left  in  the  room  when  he  went  away. 

Louis  Engei,  recalled, — I  have  testified  before  and  stated  that 
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Winfield  S.  Goss  formerly  boarded  in  our  family.  When  Mr. 
Goss  was  living  at  our  house  lie  had  a  pair  of  light  pantaloons, 
mixed  with  brown,  and  a  vest  of  the  same  color.  The  pants 
had  a  welt  on  the  side.  I  was  with  him  almost  evcr>'  day.  and 
he  wore  tliose  pants  then.  He  wa.**  hoarding  with  us  about 
four  montlis,  and  he  wore  tliosc  pants  most  all  of  that  time. 
[The  pantaloons  shown  to  previous  witnesses  were  shown  to 
this  witness.]  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  these  artf  the 
same  pantaloons. — Crosx-exaniination.  Wlien  Mr.  G"*s  hoard- 
ed with  us,  it  was  in  the  summer  nf  1A71.  I  do  not  remember 
the  color  of  lUc  pantaUxms  whirh  my  father  or  my  brother 
wore  that  stimmcr. — Question.  Now,  what  is  your  particular 
reason  for  renientbcring  the  color  of  Mr.  Goss's  pantaloons  in 
that  summer,  when  you  do  not  remember  the  color  of  your 
father's  or  yoiir  brother's? — ^nsrivr.  Because  his  wife  wanted 
me,  at  one  dme,  to  help  her  wash  these  pantaloons;  and  she 
washed  them,  and  I  helped  her  do  it  I  never  wa.shcd  my 
father's,  my  brother's,  nor  my  own  pantaloons.  I  noticed  the 
welt  on  the  side  then. 

Mr.  Liiscnhfrg,  recalled. — I  have  saiil  that  Mr,  Wilson 
boarded  with  mc  a  week  or  ten  days  at  my  place  in  Athens- 
vill«.  When  he  went  away  he  left  a  coat  there.  It  was  a  dark 
frock-coat;  it  was  long-waistcd,  with  short  skirts.  [A  coat 
handed  to  witne&s.l  t  believe  this  to  be  the  coat  he  left  at 
my  place. 

Mr.  Sutton,  recalled. — Mr.  Wilson  had  a  pair  of  light-colored 
pantaloons  when  he  boarded  at  Mrs.  Toombes's  houae,  and 
when  I  roomed  with  him.  I  noticed  they  were  darned  con- 
siderably in  the  scat,  and  that  they  were  rather  short  for  htm 
when  he  wore  them. 

John  W.  Butier. — I  reside  in  Baltimore;  am  a  manufacturer 
of  wood-work.  I  knew  Winfield  S.  Goss  several  years;  was 
well  acquainted  with  him.  He  showed  me  a  screw-driver  with 
a  ratchet  attachment.  It  was  some  time  ago.  According  to 
my  recollection  it  was  of  wood.  It  was  so  made  you  could 
keep  firm  hold  of  the  handle  in  using  it,  as  the  driver  would 
catch  on  the  ratchet.  It  was  between  1869  and  1871  tliat  he 
showed  it  to  mc.  I  have  corresponded  with  Winfield  S.  Goss, 
receiving  letters  from  hira,  and  answering  them.    Wc  corrc- 
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sponded  ihrougli  two  or  three  years.  I  used  to  know  his  hand- 
writing'quite  well.  I  think  I  would  know  it  row. — Cross-cxatn- 
itted.  I  huve  none  of  his  letters  now;  1  destroyed  them  years 
ago.  [Witness  was  closely  examined  by  Mr.  McVeagh  as  to 
his  competency  to  testify  upon  the  handwriting  of  W,  S.  Goss, 
and  on  completing  his  examination  Mr.  McVeagh  remarked, 
"  I  think  he  is  competent  to  testify  on  Uiis  subject"] — Re-direct. 
A  letter  addressed  to  Dr.  Steele  was  declared  by  the  witness 
to  be  the  handwriting  of  W.  S.  Goss;  another  letter,  without 
address  or  date,  signed  W.  S,  Goss.  was  also  declared  the 
same  handwriting.  A  letter  signed  A.  C.  Wilson,  written  to 
S.  R.  Downs,  dated  Newark,  June  19th,  1873,  was  declared  by 
the  witness  to  be  the  same  handwriting.  In  reference  to  the 
letter,  the  witness  said  it  was  a  little  difficult  to  keep  out  of 
mind  the  other  letters  before  him,  which  are  signed  by  Goss, 
but  in  looking  at  the  character  of  the  handwriting  signed  A. 
C.  Wilson,  and  trying  to  carry  in  his  mind  the  character  of  the 
handwriting  of  Goss,  he  recognized  it  as  Goss's  handwriting- 
It  was  his  judgment  that  Goss  wrote  it.  A  letter  was  shown 
witness,  dated  New  York,  January  3d,  1872,  signed  A.  C  Wil- 
son, written  to  David  R.  Mullin,  Cooperstown,  Pa.,  tn  ex- 
amining which  the  witness  said  that  in  his  judgment  it  was 
the  handwriting  of  W.  S.  Goss.  The  signatures  of  K.  C.  Wil- 
son to  sundry  papers  heretofore  introtluccd  in  evidence  were 
shown  to  witness,  who  said  he  could  only  speak  of  them  by 
comparison.  They  appeared  to  be  Goss's  handwriting.  Of 
the  signature  in  the  register  of  the  Central  Hotel,  at  Phila- 
delphia, under  date  of  Friday,  June  21st,  1873,  the  witness  said 
he  should  take  that  to  be  written  by  Goss. 

The  jury  were  withdrawn  at  this  point  of  the  case,  and  a 
discii&.sion  ensued,  before  the  Court  alone,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Uaycs,  the  Connnon wealth's  Attoniey.  said  that  they 
proposed  to  show  that  W.  S.  Goss,  alias  A.  C.  Wilson,  within 
about  a  year  prior  to  the  burning  of  a  house  on  tlie  York  Road, 
in  Rahiinnrc.  Md..  I'eliruary  2<I.  1872.  procured  sundry  insur- 
ances upon  his  life,  to  the  extent  of  $25,000.  At  the  time  this 
fire  took  place.  William  E.  Udderzook  and  others  alleged  that 
Goss  was  bunicd  to  death,  and  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  made  an 
aflSdavit  to  that  fact  and  presented  it  to  the  hisurancc  compa- 
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nics  for  the  purpose  of  procurinjf  the  sum  insured  for  Mrs. 
Eliza  W.  Goss,  in  whose  benefit  the  insurances  were  wrilten. 
The  prosecuting  counsel  further  proposed  lo  show  the  institu- 
tion of  suits  against  the  several  insurance  companies;  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  prisoner  as  chief  witness  in  behalf  of  Mrs. 
Goss;  the  result  of  the  test  suit;  the  motion  for  a  new  tria!, 
setting  forth  that  the  insurance  companies  would  show,  if 
time  »xrc  given  them,  that  W.  S.  Goss  was  still  living;  and 
that  it  was  while  this  motion  was  pending  before  the  Couit. 
the  prisoner  persuaded  A.  C.  Wilson,  alias  W.  &  Goss,  to  meet 
him  in  Philadelphia,  at  the  William  Penn  Hotel,  and  took  him 
thence  to  Jenncrville.  and  thence  to  a  point  at  or  near  Baer's 
Woods,  for  the  purpose  of  murdering  him,  and  tliere  murdered 
him. 

Mr.  McVeagh,  Uie  prisoner's  counsel,  arpued  stronglj'  against 
the  admissibility  of  such  evidence.  The  prisoner  was  not  on 
trial  for  a  conspiracy  to  defraud  insurance  companies.  The 
offer  of  tlie  Communwcalth's  Attorney  was  an  effort,  in  part  at 
least,  to  introduce  the  acts  and  declarations  of  an  alleged  co- 
conspirator as  atjainst  his  alleged  murderer  on  a  trial  for  his 
life.  If  the  prisoner  was  now  upon  trial  for  conspiracy  with  W. 
S.  Goss  to  defraud  these  insurance  companies,  and  previous 
evidence  had  been  introduced  as  to  concert  of  action  between 
them,  the  acta  and  declarations  and  conduct,  in  every  res|>ect, 
of  Gobs,  bearing  possibly  upon  the  conspiracy,  might,  under 
the  latitude  that  prevails  in  reference  to  tliis  matter,  be  ad- 
mitted. But  when  the  conspiracy  is  ended,  when  the  relations 
have  changed,  and  tlie  relations  of  hostility  commenced,  and 
the  hostilities  alleged  to  have  been  carried  to  the  point  of 
murder,  and  the  prisoner  is  upon  trial  for  his  hfe,  charged 
with  having  murdei^l  a  co-conspirator,  then,  the  counsel 
argued,  tlie  saving  efficacy  of  another  rule  can  be  invoked  in 
the  prisoner's  favor, — that  only  such  acts  as  arc  immediately 
and  directly  concerned  with  him  are  to  be  given  in  evidence 
against  him. 

.  The  Court. — The  Court  does  not  fail  to  understand  the  ini- 
portance  of  this  offer,  to  the  prisoner  as  well  as  to  the  Com- 
monwealth. It  may  be  that  some  parts  of  the  offer  are  not 
evidence.    The  main  features  of  the  offer,  however,  are  evi- 
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dencc  that  we  must  hear.  It  is  the  right  oi  the  prisoner  to 
have  the  benefit  of  every  reasonable  doubt,  as  well  in  regard  to 
law  a£  to  facts,  and  iiolhing  will  be  admitted  or  has  been  ad- 
mitted to  tile  Commonwealth,  in  respect  to  which  the  Court 
has  eJilcrtained  a  doubt:  and  nolliing  will  be  cxchided  that 
may  be  offered  by  the  defendant  in  reference  to  which  the 
Court  may  have  a  doubt.  The  main  features  of  tlie  evidence 
offered  bear  upon  two  brandies  of  the  cause.  First,  the  iden- 
tity of  tlif  man  who  was  known  as  A.  C.  Wilson  with  Goss. 
Second,  the  motive  which  may  liave  actuated  the  prisoner. 
There  is  evidence  for  the  consideration  nf  the  jury,  that  this 
man.  known  in  New  Jersey  as  Wilson,  was  Goss.  But  Goss 
belongs  in  Baltimore.  Now,  it  is  proper  that  the  Common- 
wealth should  show — in<leed,  it  is  necessary  that  it  show — why 
it  is  that  this  man  is  there  living  as  he  Uved,  and  known 
by  another  name.  It  is  very  important,  tf  they  fail  to  sliow 
it.  the  argument  will  be,  no  motive  shown  for  change  of  name; 
no  motive  for  this  man  residing  in  New  Jersey  who  hclongetl 
in  Ualtimore.  'ITiere  is  evidence  for  the  consideration  of  the 
jury,  that  this  man  was  seen  in  New  Jersey  subsctjuently  to  tlic 
fire,  and  subsequently  to  the  commencement  of  the  suits  against 
the  life-insurance  companies.  If  the  jury  believe  that  evi- 
dence, and  find  that  this  man  Wilsnn  was  Goss,  it  would  be 
for  them  tn  reach  a  conclusion,  which  would  to  them  seem  to 
follow,  that  Goss  had  entered  into  a  corrujit  scheme  to  obtain 
money  from  the  insurance  companies,  and  tlius  the  motive  is 
at  once  shown  why  he  should  disappear  from  Baltimore,  and 
why  he  should  change  his  name  and  hide  from  the  world  as 
Goss.  Thus  it  is  seen  th-it  in  that  respect  the  tesliniony  must 
be  heard.  What  he  said,  thus  far  we  have  not  heard,  and  do 
not  propose  to  hear.  The  fact  that  he.  was  insured,  the  fact 
tliat  that  there  was  a  fire,  and  that  Goss  is  alleged  to  be  dead, 
may  be  shown.  Tlien  there  is  anollier  aspect  in  which  the 
testimony  must  be  hc-anl.  As  it  is  s!iown  in  evidence,  this 
man,  after  the  fire,  appeared  in  New  Jersey  under  an  assumed  ' 
name.  Now,  it  is  proposed  to  show  that  the  prisoner  at  the 
bar,  under  this  condition  of  circumstances,  made  affidavit  that 
he  was  dead,  which  affidavit  was  the  basis  of  the  suits  against 
the  insurance  companies,  that  he  appeared  as  the  main  witness 
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in  those  suits,  testifying  that  he  was  dead.  Now,  if  the  jury 
finds  that  Goss,  at  that  time,  was  living  in  New  Jersey  under 
an  assunMril  name,  tlieii  it  would  seem  to  result  tliul  the  prisoner 
was  alsu  in  the  sdienie  and  perpetrated  a  fraud  against  the 
insurance  companies.  The  conclusion  would  seem  to  be  lepti- 
niate  that  he  was  to  have  a  portion  of  the  fruits.  To  keep 
Goss  concealed  from  the  world  was  necessary  not  only  for  the 
success  nf  this  fraud,  but  also  to  secure  the  pri-ioncr  against 
consequences  which  might  follow  discovery  and  exposure. 
Thus  a  motive  may  be  found  for  concealing  liini  in  the  most 
effectual  way,  by  taking  his  life  when,  peradvcnturc,  it  wis 
discovered  that  a  concealment  without  it  could  no  longer  be 
successful.  It  is  in  these  aspects  of  the  case  tliat  tlie  Court 
thinks  tlie  offer  is  proper,  and  the  testimony  must  be  heard. 
The  Court  will  note  an  exception  to  the  whole  offer  and  to 
every  part  of  it.  and  will  overrule  it  at  present  only  in  ri&pcct 
to  a  part 

The  jury  were  then  recalled.  Evidence  was  now  introduced 
giving  the  history  of  the  insurance  written  upon  the  life  of 
Gos-s.  and  of  the  facts  relating  lo  the  fire  upon  the  York  Road, 
together  with  the  medical  testimony  as  to  the  examination  of 
the  charred  remains  fotmd  in  the  ruins.  It  was  substantially 
the  same  as  that  given  at  the  insurance  trial,  and  it  is  therefore 
unnecessary  lo  reiterate  it  here.  A  few  additional  facts,  which 
furnished  cunuiialive  or  corroborative  evidence,  appeared  in 
this  testimony.  Louis  Kngel  testified  that  Goss  sometimes 
called  Uddcrzook  "  Doctor,"  when  addressing  him.  Kngcl 
also  described  the  double  ratchet  screw-driver  model,  which 
Cjt>ss  had  frr<iurntly  exhibited  as  being  his  own  invention. 
One  new  and  important  fact  appeared  in  the  evidence  of 
Thomas  D.  l^udenslaRcr,  who  testified  as  follows: — I  reside  in 
Baltimore.  I  am  acquainted  with  the  prisoner  at  the  bar. 
For  about  three  years  and  a  half  we  worked  together  at  the 
same  shop,  in  the  employ  of  Joseph  Thomas  &  Son,  on  Gay 
Street.  Baltimore.  He  first  worked  for  them  about  eighteen 
months,  then  left  for  a  while,  and  then  came  back  again  and 
worked  about  eighteen  months  longer,  when  he  was  dis- 
chai^d.  The  time  he  was  discharged  was  about  two  months 
after  the  fire  on  the  York  Road.    On  the  day  of  the  fire  a 
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box  came  to  our  place  and  was  unloaded  and  set  on  the  pave- 
ment. That  was  in  the  forenoon,  and  after  dinner  it  was  taken 
away  by  Udderzook  and  W.  S.  Goss,  in  an  express  wagon. 
At  the  lime  it  arrived  I  was  in  the  second  story  of  the  factory, 
looking  out  the  doorway,  and  was  quite  near  llieni.  The  box 
was  [our  or  five  feet  or  more  in  length,  and  about  fifteen  inches 
wide  and  higli.  It  was  closed  up  all  round.  Uddemook  came 
up  to  where  I  was.  after  helping  lo  unload  the  box.  white  it 
was  still  there  on  the  pavement.  Three  other  workmen  and 
myself  were  standing  together.  One  of  tlicni  asked  him  what 
was  in  the  box,  and  he  said  it  contained  machinery  for  their 
laboratory  on  the  York  Road. — CrDSS-examinalion.  The  box 
was  taken  away  in  an  express  wagon  soon  after  one  o'clock 
that  sanie  afternoon.  It  was  brought  there  in  an  express 
wagon  between  ten  and  twelve  in  the  forenoon.  It  was  placed 
on  the  street  pavement  It  came  there  and  was  taken  away 
the  same  day  of  the  fire  on  the  York  Road.  The  fire  oc- 
curred that  night,  and  I  heard  of  it  the  next  morning.  I  have 
always  lived  in  BaUimore.  I  first  made  known  the  facts  about 
this  box,  soon  after  the  discovery  of  this  murder.  I  knew  of 
the  insurance  suits,  and  of  the  contest  being  over  the  remains 
loimd  there  on  the  York  Road.  I  did  not  give  information  at 
the  time  about  this  box,  because  I  did  not  want  to  be  sub- 
poenaed.— To  the  Court.  Udderzook  was  working  in  our  es- 
tablishment at  the  time  of  tlie  fire.  He  worked  there  in  the 
morning  of  the  day  when  the  box  came,  but  not  in  the  after- 
noon. 

IVxliiam  B.  Crockdt. — I  reside  in  Newark,  New  Jerse)*:  am 
a  merchant  dealing  in  gentlemen's  furnishing  goods.  I  knew 
a  man  who  boarded  in  Mulberry  Street,  who  was  known  lo  mc 
by  the  name  of  A.  C.  Wilson.  He  called  at  my  store  two  or 
three  times.  He  was  a  man  of  near  six  feet,  probably  shorter, 
not  taller:  he  had  side  whiskers;  was  a  well-built  man;  neck 
about  sixteen  inches.  [The  photograph  heretofore  introduced 
in  evidence  was  handed  to  witness.]  T  recognize  the  man 
.standing  as  the  man  to  whom  T  sold  goods  in  my  store  in 
Newark.  I  sold  him  a  shirt,  some  socks,  and  a  box  of  collars. 
I  have  neixr  seen  the  ^hirt  since,  nor  the  stockings,  nor  the 
cottars.    No  one  has  since  described  them  to  me,  nor  have  I 
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ever  heard  or  read  any  description  of  either  of  them.  -We 
have  a  system,  in  our  store,  ol  marking  shirts.  It  is  a.  system 
that  docs  not  exist  anj-whcrc  else  to  my  knowledge-  I  have 
with  me  a  box  of  shirts  marked  in  the  way  which  is  peculiar 
to  our  sttjrc.  We  have  used  this  mark  about  five  years.  The 
manner  of  our  marking  is  this:  VVc  start  with  the  numlwr  35, 
which  is  our  lowest  number,  and  adjoining  the  number  is  the 
letter  "  E."  Next  to  the  letter  is  the  size  of  the  neck  band, 
tlien  comes  tlie  length  of  the  sleeve.  We  have  different  grades. 
That  is  our  lowest  grade.  The  next  grade  is  "45.  E.,"  neck 
and  sleeve  as  before.  The  next  is  "48.  E.,"  neck  and  sleeve; 
next,  "5.  45.  E.."  neck  and  sleeve:  then.  "58.  E."  "67.  E.," 
"6,  25.  E.'*  and  lastly.  "6.  M.  E,"  On  some  of  our  shirts  is  a 
star  at  the  end  of  the  lettering  which  denotes  the  extra  size  of 
the  yoke.  The  "  E"  upon  the  shirts  1  have  described  means 
open  back  with  eyelets  in  the  bosom.  Without  the  "  E"  they 
are  open  fronts,  with  buttons.  The  number  denotes  the  quality. 
The  marks  are  placed  on  the  front  of  the  shirt,  on  its  skirt, 
and  will  not  easily  wash  out  Another  peculiarity  of  our  shirts 
is  the  shape  of  the  tab  at  the  bottom  of  the  bosom,  placed 
there  to  hold  the  bosom  down.  The  stamping  is  done  with 
type.  I  do  not  recollect  the  quality  of  shirt  I  sold  to  A.  C 
Wilson.  It  was  in  June  last  but  I  cannot  say  what  day.  [The 
shirt  found  In  the  grave,  in  Baer's  Woods,  and  heretofore  intro- 
duced in  evidence,  was  handed  to  wimess,  with  a  request  that 
he  should  examine  it  carefully.]  That  is  our  shirt.  The  tab  is 
the  same,  and  marked  "  5.  45.  E,  16.  34."  I  speak  with  con- 
fidence. The  size  of  tlic  neck  is  sixteen  inches,  and  Uic  length 
of  sleeve  thirty-four  inches. 

IViiliom  S.  nines. — 1  reside  in  Baltimore;  am  a  merchant 
tailor;  was  acquainted  with  W.  S.  Goss,  having  known  him 
about  sixteen  years.  I  have  done  work  for  him,  and  now  have 
his  measure.  My  last  measure  tor  him  is  for  a  black  frock 
coat  It  was  taken  July  27,  1866,  and  is  entered  upon  my 
book  as  follows:  Length  of  waist,  nineteen  inches:  whole 
length  of  coat,  forty  inches ;  half  width  of  back,  seven  and  three- 
fourths  inches;  at  the  elbow,  twent)*  inches;  whole  length  of 
sleeve,  thirty-two  inches;  breast  measure,  tbirty-six  and  one- 
half  inches;  waist,  thirty-four  inches.    [The  coat  tdenti6ed  by 
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Mrs.  Toombes  of  Newark  was  handed  to  witness.]  This  coat 
has  very  much  the  appearance  o(  tny  make  of  coal  at  that  date. 
It  is  an  u1d<fashioned  coat  now.  The  sleeve-linings  and  inside 
vnprk  still  retain  the  marks  of  my  manufacture.  Tlie  measure- 
ments compare  exactly  with  the  measure  I  took  of  W.  S.  Goss. 
My  custom  is  to  write  Uie  name  of  the  pcrion  for  wliom  the 
coat  is  made,  or  his  initials,  upon  the  inside  of  the  loops  by 
which  the  coat  is  hung  up.  There  is  a  name,  or  letters  written 
upon  this,  but  it  has  become  so  indistinct  as  tu  be  scarcely  dis- 
cernible— The  Couri.  Suppose  you  try  a  magni  fying-glass  upon 
it.  \Vitt\(ss.  [After  examining  with  a  magni  fying-glass.]  I  sec 
what  appears  to  be  "  W.  S." — but  the  remainder  of  the  writing 
1  cannot  make  out 

Kobtrt  H.  Hodgscn. — T  reside  in  New  London,  Chester 
County;  am  acquainted  with  Mr.  Uddcrzook,  the  prisoner  at 
the  bar.  I  .saw  him  On  the  28th  day  of  June  last,  late  in  the 
altcmoon,  in  the  city  of  Wilmington,  Delaware.  He  took  a 
seat  by  my  side  in  tlie  cars,  and  rode  with  me  from  Wilming- 
ton to  Philadelphia.  We  left  the  cars  together,  separated  at 
the  depot,  and  I  have  not  seen  him  since  until  I  saw  him  here. 
We  conversed  much  of  the  time  while  in  the  cars.  He  told 
me  he  was  going  to  New  York.  He  tokl  me  he  had  come 
fnjm  Baltimore.     It  was  on  the  last  Saturday  in  June,  the  28th. 

losiak  Jacobs. — I  reside  in  Philadelphia;  am  clerk  and  t>ar- 
Icnder  in  the  William  Penn  Hotel  I  recognize  the  prisoner 
at  the  bar  as  a  man  whom  I  saw  on  the  28th  day  of  June  last 
He  came  to  the  hotel  and  asked  for  A.  C.  Wilson,  who  was 
then  in  his  room,  and  1  showed  the  prisoner  to  Wilson's  room. 
I  knocked  at  the  door  and  told  Wilson  a  friend  was  there  to 
see  bini.  The  prisoner  was  at  once  admitted  to  the  room.  I 
saw  htm  again  at  breakfast  the  next  morning.  He  brought  no 
baggage  with  him,  and  he  and  Wilson  both  went  away  imme- 
diately after  breakfast  Wilson  arrived  at  tlie  hotel  on  the 
26th  of  June,  before  dinner.  He  brought  no  baggage  at  first, 
but  that  aftcmoon  he  brought  to  the  hotel  a  leather  valise.  He 
registered  his  name  in  my  presence.  [Tlic  register  of  the 
William  Penn  Hotel,  under  date  of  June  26,  1873,  was  handed 
to  witness,  who  identified  the  name  of  A.  C.  Wilson  as  the 
name  he  saw  registered.]     Mr.  Udderrook  did  not  register. 
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Wilson  remained  in  his  room  much  of  the  lime  while  at  the 
hotel. 

Francis  M.  Pyle. — 1  am  a  farmer  by  QCCui>ation  and  reside 
in  West  Grove,  Oicster  County,  Pennsylvania,  i  saw  the 
prisoner  at  the  bar  on  Monday,  the  30th  of  June  last,  in  tlic 
forenoon.  I  was  at  the  time  putting  hay  inio  my  bam,  when  I 
heard  footsteps  on  the  barn  l1oor,  aiid  upon  looking  1  saw  two 
men,  one  o(  whom  I  recognized  as  Williaiti  Udderzook.  The 
other  man  was  a  stranger  to  mc.  I  went  up  and  spoke  to  diem, 
an<l  they  answered  mc.  Udderzook  spoke  a3  thougli  he  did 
not  know  mc,  at  least  I  thought  so.  1  have  known  his  mother 
and  his  two  brothers  since  about  1854,  and  I  at  once  recog- 
nized him.  I  asked  them  if  they  were  strangers  in  the  neigh- 
horhrtod.  Udderzook  repUed  they  were,  and  that  they  had 
cnmc  from  tlic  city  for  a  litde  recreation,  and  to  go  fishing 
akmg  the  creek.  I  went  to  my  house  and  left  them  at  the 
bam.  I  was  absent  at  my  house  about  half  an  hour,  and  then 
on  coming  out  1  met  Udderzook,  who  asked  mc  if  ht  could 
get  a  pie  at  my  house.  I  referred  him  to  the  women,  and  told 
him  they  were  prettj-  busy,  as  it  was  washing-day.  He  went 
into  the  house  and  I  went  to  my  bam.  Soon  afterwards  I  saw 
Udderzook  with  my  little  boy,  going  towards  the  stranger 
whom  I  had  first  seen  with  Udtlerzook.  The  stranger  was 
standing  near  the  fence  by  my  orchard,  aljout  one  hundred 
yards  distant  from  where  I  then  was.  Udderzook  was  carry- 
ing a  plate,  and  the  tittle  boy  had  a  pitcher.  The  gong  rang 
for  dinner  and  I  went  into  ttie  house.  I  recollect  tliat  Udder- 
zook wore  a  straw  hat,  and  was  dressed  in  blue  coat  and  panta- 
loons, 1  noticed  that  he  had  hoots  on,  and  had  turned  up 
the  bottoms  of  his  pantaloons,  as  it  had  rained  that  day.  The 
stranger  was  a  large-sized  man;  dark  hah",  side  whiskers  and 
mustache.  His  eyes  were  dark.  He  would  weigh,  I  suppose, 
one  hundred  and  seventy  to  one  hundred  and  eighty  pounds. 
He  wore  light-colored  pantaloons.  He  had  on  no  coat  when 
I  saw  him.  When  he  was  sitting  down  I  noticed  that  he  wore 
gaiters,  hut  I  did  not  observe  them  more  than  simply  to  re- 
member the  fact  that  he  had  on  gaiters  such  as  gentlemen 
sometimes  wear.  When  he  spoke  1  noticed  he  showed  his 
teeth,  and  that  they  appeared  to  be  good.    He  wore  a  dark  cap. 
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I  think  he  had  no  collar  on.  I  noticed  that  he  wore  a  ring 
upon  one  finger,  but  1  could  not  describe  U.  [Photograph 
hcrtlofurc  introduced  in  evidence  sliown  to  witness.]  Tlie  man 
standing  looks  like  the  stranger  whom  1  saw  with  Udderzook. 
I  reside  one-quarter  of  a  mile  northwest  o(  Weal  Grove,  on 
the  road  leading  from  West  Grove  to  jennervillc,  and  about 
two  miles  from  Jennervillc.  Baer's  Woods  is  about  ten  miles 
distant  from  my  place. — Cross-fxatnineii.  I  fix  the  day  and 
date,  because  it  was  on  the  day  1  commenced  mowing.  There 
were  two  or  three  showers  that  clay.  ITicy  came  into  the  bam 
for  shelter  from  the  rain.  I  have  been  acquainted  with  the 
Udderzook  family  ever  since  1854,  but  I  had  not  seen  William 
for  some  seven  or  eight  years  or  more.  I  made  up  my  mind  that 
it  was  he,  and  when  1  went  into  my  house  I  told  my  wife 
there  were  a  couple  of  strangers  in  the  bam,  and  that  I  be- 
lieved one  of  them  was  Jane  Uddcrzook's  son  William.  1  did 
not  talk  much  with  them.  They  did  not  seem  to  want  to  talk . 
much.  I  tried  to  enter  into  conversation  with  tlicni,  but  they 
did  not  wish  to  talk.  The  stranger  mentioned  fiaving  been  to 
my  cherry-tree,  and  Udderzook  said  they  had  stepped  into  the 
bam  out  of  the  rain.  I  did  not  make  myself  known  to  Udder- 
zook, nor  ask  him  if  he  was  William  Udderzook.  I  was  cer- 
tain it  was  he.  The  stranger  was  a  man  of  striking  appearance, 
and  I  would  have  recognised  him  the  next  day  amongst  a 
himdrcd,  from  his  general  appearance. 

Eltwr  Pyie. — A  bright,  intelligent-looking  boy  of  ten  years, 
was  called,  and  examined  by  the  Court,  and  then  qualified  as 
a  witness.  I  am  a  son  of  Mr.  Francis  M.  Pyle.  I  have  seen 
the  prisoner  before.  It  looks  like  him.  It  was  some  time  last 
June,  on  Monday,  I  think.  I  was  on  my  father's  farm.  I  first 
saw  him  coming  up  the  road,  and  next  saw  him  under  the 
cherry-tree,  by  the  road-side.  I  agiun  saw  him  at  the  upj>cr 
end  of  our  orcbanl.  There  was  a  man  with  him.  I  was  with 
them  a  good  bit.  The  first  time  I  heard  them  talk  much  to 
each  other  was  about  the  eye-glasses.  They  were  then  at  the 
cherry-tree.  I  was  there  too.  T  went  tlown  there  to  them. 
The  one  who  had  the  cap  on,  not  the  prisoner,  wanted  to  look 
for  cherries.  Then  he  asked  this  man  here  fUdderzookl  if  he 
bad  seen  anything  of  his  cye-glasscs,  and  they  looked  around 
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on  the  ground  for  them.  After  this  he  found  them  behind  Itis 
back.  They  were  fastened  to  a  black  string,  and  were  hanging 
down  behind  his  back.  I  saw  them  there.  lie  then  com- 
menced to  look  for  cherries  and  then  he  said;  "Doctor,  you 
had  better  go  up  to  the  shed,  out  of  the  rain."  The  doctor 
called  the  otlier  man  "  Comrade."  Then  I  went  away.  I  saw 
tlieni  afterwards  at  the  upper  part  of  the  orchard.  I  went  to 
the  house,  and  father  was  going  to  the  bam  and  met  the  (k>ctor 
coming  towards  tlie  house.  Tlie  doctor  asked  if  he  could  have 
something  Cor  himself  and  comrade  to  cat.  Fattier  told  him 
to  inquire  at  the  house,  and  I  went  with  him  to  the  house.  He 
asked  mother  for  something  to  eat,  and  she  told  him  tu  go 
round  to  the  front  porch,  and  he  did  so.  She  got  him  s<ime- 
thing  lo  cat,  and  asked  him  if  he  wanted  some  water,  and 
he  said  "  Yes."  So  I  went  tor  a  pitcher  and  tumbler,  and 
then  he  went  up  to  where  the  other  man  was  under  tlie  tree. 
They  commenced  to  eat  then,  both  of  them.  They  asked 
me  to  take  back  the  dishes,  and  1  did  so.  They  then  went 
down  the  lane,  and  up  the  road  towards  Jennerville.  That  is 
the  last  I  saw  of  them. — Question.  Do  you  recollect,  so  that 
you  can  give  any  description  (jf  these  men? — Answer.  The 
comrade  had  on  a  cap,  and  I  saw  some  kind  of  a  button  up 
here  on  his  shirt  (at  the  neck).  I  saw  he  had  some  kind  of 
gaiter  shoes  on.  1  noticed  the  gum  and  the  straps  to  pu)l 
them  on  with.    The  doctor  had  a  straw  hat  on. 

Elisabeth  J.  Pylc. — [  am  the  wife  of  Francis  M.  Pyle,  of 
West  Grove.  I  saw  the  prisoner  at  the  b-ir,  with  another  man, 
in  OUT  orchard  on  the  forenoon  of  Monday,  the  30th  day  of  last 
June.  Mr.  Udderzook  afterwards  came  to  the  house  and  asked 
mc  if  he  could  have  something  to  cat  (or  himself  and  comrade. 
I  totd  him  that  he  could.  He  said  they  had  come  out  on  a 
day's  excursion.  He  wore  a  suit  of  dark  blue,  a  high  crowjn 
straw  hat  with  the  rim  turned  up.  He  had  on  a  white  collar 
and  a  long  blue  necktie,  the  ends  hanging  down  upon  the 
bosom,  but  not  far  enough  to  hide  his  shirt  studs. — CrasS' 
examitiation.  I  know  it  was  on  Monday  because  it  was 
wash-day,  and  I  had  been  to  church  the  day  before.  I  have 
a  distinct  recollection  of  that.  I  am  certain  Udderzook  had 
on  a  suit  of  dark  blue  clothes  and  a  blue  necktie.    He  had 
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three  small  shirt  studs.  They  looked  like  a  clear  white  stone 
in  a.  gold  setting.  They  were  small  and  pretty.  I  was  stand- 
ing VLTv  close  to  him  and  observed  his  appearance.  1  remem- 
ber ttiis  positively.  No  one  lias  since  spoken  to  me  of  this, 
or  how  he  was  dressed.  My  husband  that  day  told  me  who 
Udilcrzook  was. 

David  R.  MuHin,  recalled. — I  have  said  that  I  reside  in 
Cooi»crstown,  and  that  A.  C  Wilson  once  boarded  with  me. 
[A  piece  ol  wood,  with  ratchet  end,  handed  to  witness.]  This 
is  part  of  a  screw-driver  model  that  Wilson  made  while  he 
was  at  my  house.  It  is  of  pine  wood  and  cut  out  with  his 
knife.  This  and  one  other  piece  of  the  screw-driver  was  taken 
out  from  the  model  when  he  had  completed  it,  and  Abram 
Goud,  who  is  a  mechanic,  made  some  smoother  pieces,  which 
were  put  into  the  screw-driver  in  the  place  of  these.  Wilson 
took  the  model  away  with  him,  but  these  two  pieces  he  placed 
upon  my  porch  and  left  them  there  when  he  went  away.  I 
saw  him  at  work  upon  it,  and  saw  lutn  put  it  together  wheti 
completed. 

John  J.  Chambers. — I  reside  in  West  Grove.  Pennsylrania. 
and  am  agent  for  the  Baltimore  Central  Railroad  Company. 
A  person  called  at  my  office,  on  or  about  the  30th  of  June  last, 
and  asked  mc  the  road  to  Jcnncrvillc.  It  was  immediately 
after  the  9.30  morning  train  had  arrived  from  Philadelphia.  A 
valise  was  left  there,  and  it  remained  several  days. 

Samuel  C.  Jeffcris. — I  rcfiidc  in  Lancaster  City,  having  moved 
there  tin  the  i/lh  of  last  month.  Prior  to  that  time  I  lived  at 
Jennerville,  where  I  kept  a  hotel.  Tlie  prisoner  at  the  bar 
came  to  my  house  in  Jennerville,  accompanied  by  another  man, 
arriving  at  about  nine  o'clock  in  the  evening  of  the  30th  of 
June  last.  He  asked  for  supper;  I  told  him  it  was  too  late, 
but  1  gave  them  a  lunch.  I  told  him  we  were  about  to  retire, 
and  if  they  wished  to  remain  all  night,  I  would  then  show  them 
to  their  rooms;  that  they  could  stay  if  they  wished.  Udder- 
ZOOk  paid  for  the  lunch,  and  said  he  would  consult  with  his 
friend  and  tell  mc  in  a  moment  whether  they  would  remain  or 
not  He  soon  came  back  and  said  they  would  stay.  I  showed 
them  up  to  a  room  fronting  the  s<mth.  in  the  second  story. 
A  drover  by  the  name  of  Harvey   Townley  occupied  th« 
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adjoining  room.  The  next  morning  I  saw  Mr.  Vddcrzook 
when  tic  came  down-staJrs.  !  asked  him  if  his  friend  was  not 
coming  dow-n  to  breakfast,  or  if  he  was  ready  for  breakfast.  He 
told  Tnc  his  friend  was  indis[)ose<l  and  would  not  come  down. 
At  breakfast  Mr.  Townlcy,  Mr.  Uddcrzook,  and  myself  were 
the  only  persons  at  the  table.  After  breakfast,  Mr.  Udderzook 
carried  his  friend's  breakfast  up  to  him  in  his  room.  He  in- 
f^uired  about  a  team,  and  I  referred  him  to  Mr.  Edwin  Patchcll 
as  having  a  horse  and  buggj-  which  he  could  probably  get 
He  told  nic.  as  1  left  him  then,  that  he  wouhl  be  back  (or  his 
friend  by  dinner-time.  I  did  not  sec  him  go  away.  lie  re- 
turned about  six  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  This  was  the  even- 
ing of  the  1st  day  of  July.  He  had  a  horse  and  buggy  with 
him — falhng  top  wagon.  It  was  a  bay  horse.  I  noticed  a 
lap  blanket  folded  and  lying  on  the  scat.  He  watered  his 
horse  and  held  some  conversation  with  his  friend,  the  man 
who  was  at  my  house.  TTiis  man  was  on  the  porch.  They 
went  to  one  side  and  held  some  conversation,  which  I  did  not 
hear  or  pay  any  attention  to.  As  they  separated,  1  heard 
Udderzook  say  to  him  that  he  was  going  to  see  his  mother. 
He  said  he  would  be  back  in  half  an  hour,  and  he  then  drove 
down  the  road  in  the  direction  of  his  mother's.  He  returned 
in  about  half  an  hour  afterwards.  !  saw  the  man  who  came 
with  him,  at  about  two  o'clock  that  afternoon  for  the  first  time 
that  day.  I  had  been  away  from  home  and  returned  at  about 
two  o'clock.  'ITie  evening  before  when  they  arrived  1  handed 
them  their  lunch  and  they  ate  it  while  sitting  on  the  porch. 
I  did  not  observe  the  man  particularly  that  evening.  Wlien 
I  came  tiome  at  al>oiit  two  o'cltKrk,  !  went  into  the  dining- 
rooni,  which  was  darkened,  and  saw  a  man  lying  on  the  lounge. 
"Hie  window-shutters  were  closc<l.  About  four  o'clock  I  was 
passing  the  front  of  the  house,  this  man  was  on  the  porch  and 
called  me  to  him.  We  had  some  conversation  tlicrc  for  about 
half  an  hour.  We  were  at  the  tabic  together  at  supper.  Har- 
vey Townley  and  my  son  George  were  at  the  tabic  with  us. 
I  saw  more  or  less  of  him  from  four  o'clock  until  he  left  with 
Mr.  Udderzook.  It  was  in  the  neighborhood  of  seven  o'clock 
when  he  left  in  the  carriage  with  Mr.  Udderzook.  When  they 
drove  off  they  went  in  the  direction  of  Cochranaville.     Mr. 
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Udderzook  was  dressed  in  a  suit  of  dark  clothes  and  a  straw 
hat  Tile  oUitT  nian  was  about  five  fe<?l  eight  or  nine  inches, 
with  dark  liair  aiid  dark  muslache.  He  was  ratJicr  a  fine- 
looking  nian,  stood  erect,  and  I  would  suppose  him  to  be 
in  the  neighborhood  of  forty  years  of  age.  My  judRinent 
would  be  that  he  would  weigh  about  one  hundred  and  seventy- 
five  or  one  hundred  and  eighty  pounds.  They  came  on  Mon- 
day and  went  away  on  Tuesday  evening.  [Photograph  handed 
to  witness.]  The  man  standing  in  this  picture  resembles  the 
man  who  was  with  Udderzook. 

Mrs.  Margaret  Jefferis. — I  am  the  wife  of  Samuel  C.  JcfEcris, 
the  preceding  witness.  I  saw  the  prisoner  at  the  bar,  in  Jcn- 
ncrville,  on  the  30th  day  of  June  last,  at  the  time  when  he 
asked  my  husband  for  supper.  I  saw  Mr.  Udderzook  at  the 
break fast-tahic  the  next  morning,  and  waited  on  him  there. 
He  told  mc  he  would  take  the  other  man's  breakfast  up  to  him 
in  his  room,  and  I  prepared  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  Udderzook,  who 
went  out  of  the  dining-room  with  it.  t  did  not  see  him  again 
that  day.  Mr.  Udderzook  and  the  other  man  occupied  tlie 
same  room.  Tliere  was  only  one  bed  in  the  room.  Between 
nine  and  tea  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  I  saw  the  man  who  had 
come  with  Udderzook  standing  on  our  front  porch,  fanning 
himself.  It  was  a  warm  day.  I  held  some  conversation  with 
him  and  inquired  particularly  as  to  his  health,  I  informed 
him  that  we  would  dose  the  dining-room  shutters  and  he 
could  lie  on  our  lounge  there.  The  next  I  saw  of  him  he  was 
lying  on  the  lounge  in  the  dining-room.  I  had  some  five  or 
ten  minutes'  conversation  with  him  in  the  dining-room.  He 
soon  afterwards  came  and  rapped  on  the  kitchen  door,  and  I 
opened  it  and  1  talked  with  him  a  little  while.  I  next  saw  him 
as  I  was  going  to  the  cupboard  in  the  dining-room.  That  was 
after  eleven  o'clock.  He  was  lying  down  as  I  went  into  the 
dining>room.  He  jumped  up  straight  and  said  he  would  pay 
any  price  for  some  liquor. 

Mr.  McVeagk. — One  moment! — The  Court.  He  jumped  up 
straight  and  said  something? — Wiincsx.  He  did. — The  Court. 
We  will  not  hear  what  he  said, — WitHess.  He  then  ordered  his 
dinner,  and  1  prepared  it  for  him.  It  was  then  about  twelve 
o'clock.    He  ate  his  dinner  alone.    He  ate  quite  heartily.    I 
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again  saw  htm  lying  on  the  luungL-,  apparently  asleep,  at  about 
two  o'clock  in  ttic  afternoon.  1  afterwards  saw  liltn  sitting  on 
our  porcli  at  about  tca-tinic.  1  did  cot  sec  him  afterwards, 
tic  was  a  stout-built  man,  nice  appearing,  but  rather  soiled. 
He  had  a  full  face,  dark  side  whiskers  and  mustache.  His 
chin  looked  dark,  as  though  it  needed  shaving.  His  liair  was 
dark.  1  don't  know  whctlicr  black  or  brown.  In  appearance, 
I  thought  he  was  the  straighlest  man  I  ever  saw.  He  was  full- 
chested.  He  wore  no  vest  and  no  collar.  As  he  lay  upon  the 
lounge  I  noticed  that  he  wore  shoes:  cannot  say  what  kind  of 
shoes.  I  noticed  his  white  stockings  between  his  pants  and 
shoes.  I  think  I  would  recognize  the  man  if  I  should  sec  him 
again.  [Photograph  handed  to  witness.]  The  one  standing 
in  this  picture  resembles  the  man.  I  never  saw  this  picture 
before.  Mr.  Udderzook  was  dressed  in  a  suit  of  dark  clothes. 
Han'ey  Tottmley. — I  reside  in  Crawford  County,  Pennsylva- 
nia; atn  a  drover  and  farmer.  I  saw  the  prisoner  on  the  even- 
ing of  the  30th  of  June  last,  at  Mr.  Jeflferis's  Hotel  in  Jenner- 
ville.  I  was  lying  on  the  dining-room  lounge  when  Mr.  Jefferis 
came  in  with  two  gcntk-mcn,  and  ligliting  a  candle  said—"  You 
two  gentlemen  wish  to  room  together?"  llic  prisoner  here, 
replied  that  they  did.  Mr.  Jefferis  showed  them  upstairs,  and 
soon  afterwards,  I  retired  to  my  own  room,  which  proved  to  be 
adjoining  theirs.  It  may  have  been  twenty  minutes  after  they 
had  gone  upstairs  that  I  went  to  my  room.  I  could  hear  them 
talking  in  their  room  and  could  hear  that  they  had  not  yet  re- 
tired. I  went  to  bed  immediately  and  went  to  sleep.  About 
midnight  1  was  awakened  by  a  noise  in  their  room.  I  did  not 
know  what  the  noise  was,  unless  some  one  was  up  and  stirring 
about  in  there.  I  got  up  and  lighted  my  candle,  looked  at  my 
watch,  and  saw  that  it  was  a  little  after  twelve  o'clock.  T  then 
put  nut  the  light  and  went  back  to  bed.  They  were  talking  in 
a  low  tone  of  voice,  and  I  could  not  understand  what  was  said. 
I  then  went  to  sleep  and  slept  until  morning.  I  saw  the  pris- 
oner at  breakfast  the  next  morning.  He  said  his  friend  was  un- 
well during  the  night,  and  that  he  had  had  a  great  desl  of  trou- 
ble with  him  for  a  couple  of  nights.  After  breakfast  I  went  out 
and  sat  in  the  porch.  Soon  after,  this  gentleman  (the  prisoner) 
came  out  and  sat  down  at  the  right  of  mc.  on  the  same  bench. 
Mr.  Jefferis  came  and  sat  down  there  with  us.    Mr.  Udderrook 


HOMICIDE. 


asked  JeSeris  if  be  bad  a  tcaJii  tliat  he  could  have  to  go  to 
Fcnningtonville,  and  Jeffehs  told  him  he  could  nut  let  bim  have 
his  horse,  as  he  was  going  away  himself  witti  it  Just  then 
Mr.  Wallace  came  across  the  street,  and  up  to  the  porch,  and 
liaid  to  Udilcraook,  "  If  William  Uddcrzook  was  in  this  coan- 
try,  I  siiciuld  &ay  you  were  he."  Mr.  Udderzook  said  that 
was  his  name.  Mr.  Wallace  then  came  and  sat  down  in  the 
porch  and  1  went  away.  In  tlie  evening,  after  supper,  as  I 
was  going  over  to  the  store,  1  heard  a  wagon  rattle  past,  and 
looking  I  saw  Mr.  Udderzook  driving  up  towards  the  hotel. 
As  I  came  back  from  the  store  I  saw  Udderzook  and  the  man 
who  was  witli  him  at  tlic  hotel  get  into  llie  wagon  and  drive 
oflF  towards  the  nortli.  I  had  known  Udderzook's  mother 
and  sister  for  a  good  many  years,  and  when  I  learned  who 
he  was,  1  observed  hiiti  particularly.  He  was  dressed  in  a 
suit  of  navy-blue  cloth,  and  he  wore  a  straw  hat.  I  saw  the 
man  who  was  with  him,  at  the  supper-table  that  day.  He  was 
a  good-looking  man,  pretty  square  shnulders,  erect,  dark  hair, 
side  whiskers  and  mustache.  [The  photograph  handed  to  wit- 
ness.] The  one  standing  resembles  the  man  whom  I  saw  with 
Udderrook, 

George  C.  Jeffcru. — 1  am  a  son  of  Samuel  C.  Jefferis.  I 
saw  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  on  the  1st  day  of  July  last,  in  his 
room  at  the  hotel  in  Jennerville.  I  was  sent  up  to  call  lilm  to 
breakfast,  and  I  knocked  on  his  door,  when  be  opened  it  and  I 
then  saw  him.  T  again  saw  bim  after  he  came  down,  I  saw 
tlic  man  who  was  there  with  him.  I  first  saw  this  man  at 
about  three  o'clock  that  afternoon,  and  I  again  saw  him  at  the 
suppcr-tablr,  and  ate  supper  with  him.  He  was  a  stout  man, 
with  broad  shoulders,  throwing  his  shoulders  well  back,  high 
forehead,  mustache  and  side  whiskers,  [Witness  identified  the 
picture  of  the  man  standing,  in  the  photograph  heretofore  in- 
troduced in  evidence.] 

Jckn  A.  Waliod: — I  reside  in  Jennerville.  I  know  the  pris- 
oner at  the  bar,  have  known  him  fifteen  years  or  more.  I 
saw  him  in  Jennerville  on  the  morning  of  the  first  day  of  July 
last  As  I  walked  up  to  the  tavern  porch.  I  saw  a  man  sitting 
there;  and  as  I  came  up  to  him  I  said,  "This  is  Billy  Udder- 
xook.  from  Baltimore,  if  I  am  not  mistaken."  He  raised  his 
bead  and  spoke  in  a  low  tone  of  voice,  so  that  I  (}id  not  hear 


HOMICIDE. 


S87 


his  Tcply  to  mc.  That  is  the  same  man  [pointing  .to  the 
prisoner].  Mr.  Townlcy  and  Mr.  Jcffcris  were  on  the  porch 
at  the  time. 

Charles  lyotMtt. — 1  Uvcd  in  tlie  house  o(  Mrs.  Jane  Udder- 
cook,  the  mother  o[  William  E.  Udderzook.  1  know  tlie  prit- 
oner,  1  saw  him  un  the  evening  of  the  ist  of  July,  as  I  was 
going  to  my  work-shop.  My  business  is  that  of  wagon-mak- 
ing. It  WAS  about  six  o'clock  in  the  evening  when  I  saw  him. 
He  was  driving  a  hay  horse  harnessed  to  a  tojj  buggy,  and 
there  was  a  loose  horse,  a  bay  mare  that  bclongerl  to  Edwin 
PatchcU,  walking  ahead  of  him.  The  marc  had  a  swaddle  and 
bridle  on.  I  was  going  into  the  gate  of  my  house  at  the  time. 
I  noticed  he  had  a  summer  lap  blanket  spread  over  his  knees 
as  he  was  driving.  I  saw  a  stranger  on  the  porch  of  the  hotel 
that  day.  I  saw  him  as  I  went  back  and  forth  from  niy  shop 
and  noticed  him  particularly.  He  was  rather  a  large-sized  man, 
heavy  set.  and  when  he  stood  erect  he  was  so  straight  he  ap- 
l>arcntly  Icancct  backwards,  throwing  his  shoulders  well  hack. 
He  had  black  hair,  black  side  whiskers  and  mustache.  [The 
photograph  heretofore  introduced  in  evidence  handed  to  wit- 
ness,]    The  person  standing  looks  like  the  man  1  saw, 

Hdunn  {'aUhcil. — 1  reside  in  Jennerville.  I  know  the  pris- 
oner at  the  bar.  He  came  to  niy  place  in  the  morning  on  the 
isl  day  of  July  last,  to  hire  a  horse.  My  place  is  about  fifty 
feet  from  the  hotel.  T  looked  at  him  as  he  ramc  up  to  my 
place,  and  1  knew  him.  I  said.  "  Hallo,  Billy,  you  arc  a  stran- 
ger in  this  country.*'  He  replied,  "  1  was  sent  from  the  hotel 
to  hire  a  horw  from  you  to  go  to  Penningtonvillc,  or  this  side 
of  there,  to  Samuel  Rhoadcs's  place."  He  said  he  would  give 
me  $2  for  the  horse  to  go  tliere,  I  told  him  he  could  have  it. 
Then  he  asked  for  a  carriage.  I  tokl  him  I  liad  none.  He 
said  he  had  a  friend  at  the  hotel  that  he  wanted  lo  take  to  see 
Samuel  Rhoades.  Then  he  asked  (or  saddle  and  bridle,  and  I 
loane<l  him  my  mare.  He  returned  my  mare  about  five  o'clock 
that  afternoon,  and  had  a  horse  and  buggy  with  him.  I  knew 
the  horse.  It  belonged  to  Albert  Baldwin,  who  lives  in  Pen- 
ningtonville.  And  half  an  hour  later  I  saw  him  driving  up 
the  road  past  my  place,  going  towards  Coctiransville. 

Annie  Hhcadcs. — T  am  wife  of  Samuel  Rhoades  and  sister  of 
William  E.  TTddcrzoolc.  the  prisoner  at  the  bar.    I  reside  aboat 
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a  quarter  of  a  mile  south  of  Pcnningtonvillc,  on  the  turnpike 
road.  My  house  ts  near  tlic  mad,  and  the  ham  a  Httic  distance 
from  the  house.  My  brother,  William  E.  Udderzuok,  came  to 
see  mc  on  the  1st  day  of  July  last,  at  about  noon.  [Here  the 
witness  was  completely  overcome  with  emotion,  and  for  several 
moments  wns  deeply  afTeetiMl,  Uddcrzook's  mother,  who  was 
sitting  immediately  behind  the  witness,  buried  her  face  in  her 
handkerchief  and  wept  bitterly.  UddenuoU  bowed  his  head 
for  a  rnoiiicnl,  but  quickly  recovered  hh  cahnness.  When  the 
witness  had  become  more  composed,  the  examination  pro- 
ceeded.] He  (Udderzook)  asked  if  Mr.  Rliuades  was  at  home. 
1  told  him  he  was  at  Mr.  Zathariah  Baldwin's,  about  a  mile 
distant  from  our  house.  He  said  he  had  come  to  see  Mr. 
Rhoadcs.  I  told  him  we  would  first  have  dinner  and  then  go 
over  to  Mr.  Baldwin's.  He  came  there  on  horseback  and  he  put 
up  the  horse  in  our  stable.  He  took  dinner  with  me  and 
then  we  started  over  to  see  Mr.  Rhoadcs.  We  conversed  by 
the  way.  He  said  he  had  been  to  Philadelphia.  He  said  he 
had  not  seen  my  mother  or  my  sister.  We  found  Mr.  Rhoades 
out  in  the  hay-field  at  Mr:  Baldwin's.  He  was  out  towards 
the  middle  of  the  field.  We  went  through  a  piece  of  woods  to 
get  to  the  field,  and  when  we  came  in  sight,  he  told  me  to  stay 
there  in  the  shade  while  he  went  and  brought  Mr.  Rhoades 
up  to  where  we  were,  He  went  to  Mr.  Rhoades  and  then  I 
followed  after  him,  ami  then  we  all  came  up  to  the  shade.  They 
walked  along  together  and  were  talking,  and  I  walked  a  little 
way  distant  from  them.  They  appeared  to  be  talking  quietly. 
83  if  they  did  not  want  mc  to  hear.  I  did  not  hear  any  of 
their  eonversalion.  They  were  talking  some  twenty  minutes 
or  more.  Then  Mr.  Rhoades  went  back  to  the  field  and  he 
(Udderzook)  and  I  came  away  and  walked  on  to  Pcnninglon- 
ville-  He  said  he  was  going  to  Penningtonvillc  for  a  horse 
and  carriage.  I  went  to  a  store  and  he  went  to  a  livery  stable. 
He  came  round  and  called  at  the  store  (or  mc.  with  a  bay  horse 
and  top  bugg>'.  I  got  in  and  he  drove  over  to  my  house.  I 
noticed  a  lap  blanket  in  the  buggy.  I  wanted  bini  to  stay  to 
_supper,  but  he  did  not  He  took  his  other  horse  from  the 
stable  and  tied  him  to  the  horse  harnessed  to  the  buggy.  He 
tied  him  with  a  strap  to  the  bridle.  It  was  a  hitch ing-strap 
which  he  took  from  our  stable  for  the  purpose.    Then  he  got 
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into  the  buggy.  I  asked  him  if  he  would  come  back  in  the 
morning.  He  said,  "  No,  this  evening."  He  told  me  he  had 
a  friend  with  hiiti  at  Jcnnerville,  who  was  in  deUcate  health, 
and  he  thought  a  few  days  in  the  country  would  do  him  good. 
Then  he  asked  me  if  it  would  inconvenience  us  to  ha%'e  his 
friend  at  our  house.  I  told  him  It  would  not.  He  started  and 
drove  a  short  di&tance,  and  then  stopped  and  changed  the  sad- 
dle horse,  lying  it  hchind  the  buggy.  1  went  up  to  him  and 
said  the  horse  would  not  lead  that  way.  and  advised  him  to 
turn  it  loose,  and  he  did  so.  1  did  not  sec  him  again  until 
1  saw  him  here  in  the  court-room.  I  waited  that  evening  and 
heard  severaJ  carriages.  He  did  not  fix  any  time  when  he 
would  come  hack.  Mr.  Rhoades  and  [  waited  up  til!  half-past 
eleven,  at  which  time  we  heard  a  carriage  drive  past  the  house. 
By  the  sound  it  was  going  rapidly. 

Samuel  W.  Rhoades. — I  am  the  husband  of  Mrs.  Rhoades, 
who  has  just  testified.  On  the  ist  day  of  July  last,  between  one 
and  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  Mr.  Uddcrzook  came  with 
my  wife  to  a  hay-field  where  I  was  then  at  work.  I  was  prob- 
ably about  fifty  yards  from  the  edge  of  the  woods.  He 
(Udderzook)  came  to  where  I  was,  and  after  he  had  said  sonie- 
tliing  about  its  being  very  warm,  he  said  he  had  written  me  a 
letter.  As  soon  as  I  saw  him  I  thought  of  tliat  letter  which  he 
had  written  me.  It  was  a  suspicious  letter — one  that  surprised 
me  wlien  I  received  it  I  said  to  him  I  had,  written  him  in  reply 
to  know  what  he  meant  and  had  received  no  answer  from  him. 
He  said :  "  No,  I  eould  not  write  any  more,  it  had  to  be  by 
word  of  mnuth.  However,"  he  says,  "  it  is  just  as  goijd  now, 
and  better,  if  anything;  it  is  a  sure  thing  for  a  thousand  dollars 
apiece  for  us."  Then  he  said  it  was  warm,  and  we  walked  up 
to  the  shade.  I  asked  him  what  it  was.  He  says:  "Well, 
have  you  got  a  horse?  "  I  said.  "  Yes."  He  asked,  "  Have  you 
a  wagon  thai  will  hold  three  persona?"  I  said  I  could  get  one, 
and  asked  him  when  we  would  get  the  money.  He  satd  we 
would  get  -6ve  hundred  apiece  right  away,  and  there  was  more 
money  we  would  get  afterwards;  he  would  gtiarantee  me  a 
thousand  dollars.  I  asked  where  we  would  get  it.  He  said 
"Right  here  in  Jennerville;  I  have  towed  it  right  here  to  Jen- 
nerville."  He  said  it  was  a  man  who  had  hern  drinking,  and 
who  was  spending  hts  money  for  no  good.    He  said  he  had  had 
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the  "pokcr"  abuui  llucc  limes  since  he  had  been  with  him; 
that  the  man  liad  abuut  a  tliuusand  dullars  with  him,  uf  that  he 
was  pretty  certaJn.  He  wanted  mc  to  liamc&s  my  horse  and 
go  with  him  at  once  to  Jcniicrvillc,  and  get  thi:;  nrnii  and  take 
him  to  the  woods  and  give  )iim  a  little  laudanum  and  get  him  to 
sleep,  and  then  take  his  money.  I  said  to  him  that  I  could  not 
do  that.  I  told  him,  if  he  commenceil  that  he  would  ruin  him- 
self and  his  whole  family.  He  said  there  was  nut  a  bit  of  dan- 
ger; he  hati  had  this  man  in  New  York  or  Newark,  I  cannot 
say  certain  which,  and  in  Philadelphia,  "  and,"  he  says,  "  I 
would  not  go  to  all  that  trouble  unless  I  knew  what  1  was 
doing."  I  told  him  that  nobody  knew  what  they  were  doing 
when  tlicy  commenced  that  kind  of  business;  that  he  would 
have  to  give  up  the  idea.  lie  said:  "1  will  not  go  home 
till  I  get  it"  He  said  that  lie  would  do  all  the  stealing.  He 
Bpoke  as  though  he  wanted  me  to  hide  the  money.  He  said 
that  he  had  been  to  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and  expense,  and 
that  he  would  do  it  himself  and  bury  the  money.  I  told  him 
not  to  do  so.  I  said  to  him,  "  I  must  go  to  my  work,"  and 
asked  him  to  stay  a  day  or  two  and  I  woidd  talk  witli  him 
in  the  evening,  and  again  in  the  morning.  He  said  the  man 
would  not  stay  in  Jennerville  by  himself.  If  he  (Uddcrzook) 
stayed,  he  would  have  to  bring  the  man  to  my  place.  He 
asked  if  he  might  do  so,  and  I  said  yes.  He  then  asked  me 
for  a  horse  and  buggj'  to  bring  htm  with.  I  told  him  I  could 
not  give  him  my  horse,  as  it  was  at  Napoleon  Warner's.  I 
told  him  there  was  a  livery  stable  in  Penningtonville  where  I 
thought  he  could  get  a  team.  He  said  the  man  was  very  sick 
and  he  thought  he  would  die  last  night,  or  the  other  night. 
He  said  that  he  had  been  up  with  him  dosing  him  with  whis- 
key. He  said  thai  he  believed  the  man  woidd  die,  and  asked: 
"  How  would  it  be  with  you  and  Annie," — that  is  my  wife — "if 
he  should  happen  to  die  at  your  house?  Would  you  allow  me 
to  put  him  away  and  .say  nothing  about  it?  "  "  No,"  I  said.  "  if 
a  stranger  was  to  die  at  my  place,  there  would  have  to  be  a  cor- 
oner's inquest  held."  He  said  there  was  nobody  to  look  after 
this  man;  that  he  had  been  lost  for-a  long  time  and  every- 
body thought  he  was  dead.  He  had  no  friends  to  look  after 
htm,  or  who  cared  for  him.  I  said  to  him,  it  made  no  differ- 
ence.   If  a  stranger  should  die  there,  there  would  have  Ix)  be  an 
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inquest.  He  dropped  his  head  down,  and  his  check  appeared 
to  be  getting  red.  He  &ai(l  it  might  lead  to  some  suspicion.  I 
told  him  I  could  nut  help  that,  I  could  not  have  anything  of 
that  kind.  He  said,  "Well,  what  then?"  I  told  him  1  could 
say  nothing  more  until  I  saw  the  man.  He  left  me  tlien,  going 
in  the  direction  of  rcniiingionville.  1  did  not  sec  him  again 
until  1  saw  him  here.  I  own  a  leather  hitching-strap,  which  [ 
found  at  Mr.  Baldwin's  hvcry  stable  a  few  days  after  Udder- 
K>ok  had  taken  it  from  my  stable.  [A  leather  strap  handed 
to  and  identified  by  witness  as  his  hitching-strap.]  1  know 
William  E.  Uddcrzook's  hamlwriting.  [Letter  handed  to  wit- 
ness, dated  on  the  envelope,  December  i6th,  and  post-marked 
Baltimore.  No  date  to  the  letter  itself.J  I  received  that  letter 
between  the  i6th  and  2ath  of  December,  1872.  It  is  the  letter 
I  spoke  of  in  my  testimony. 
The  following  is  the  letter  referred  to: 

Fkiend  Sak: — I  have,  tonielhing  of  much  interest  that  I  wish  to 
communieate  to  you.  //  mint  b«  done  by  word  of  mouth,  please 
dan't  let  any  one  know  ol  our  cemiHumcatioHS  but  as  soon  as  you 
read  lhi».  tnounl  your  harte  and  eomf  Ic  Oxford  take  the  mominff 
train  to  BnUimorc  when  you  arrive  in  Baltimore  inquire  Eor  Mr. 
Duker  Si  Broilier  plaining  &  saw  mill.  This  milt  is  riEht  a  cross  the 
street  from  where  you  %t\  out  of  the  (»rs.  I  am  employed  in  s&id 
mill  and  am  there  cvcrjr  day.  you  wilt  arrive  Bt  one  O'clock  you 
MUST  take  the  next  train  (or  Oxford  which  is  at  halt  pa«  two  that 
will  give  us  one  hour  and  a  halE  which  wilE  be  suftictcnt.  for  us  to 
arrange  one  of  the  finest  planes  that  you  have  heard  of.  there  is  a 
coor  one  thousand  dollars  tn  it  und  there  \i  nothing  to  prevent  us 
from  gelling  it  this  is  v/itMoxt  k  dottht.  do  not  buy  your  ticket  at 
Oxford  but  pay  for  your  fair  on  tlie  cars,  do  not  let  a  si»//  know 
where  you  go.  I  cannot  cxplanc  further  till  I  sec  you.  rfc  not  faif 
to  tom^  drop  every  thing  at  once,  you  can  make  the  trip  in  a  few 
hours.  I  have  no  person  else  in  confidence  with  me  and  now  pro- 
pose TO  Uk  you.  you  will  find  that  ii  is  the  best  days  work  that  you 
ever  did.  !  will  pfive  you  the  full  explanation  when  I  Bce  you  (bring 
this  letter  with  you)  your  expends  will  be  only  (our  Dollars  or  a 
tilUc  leiis. 

Vcr>'  Respt  Your* 

Wm.  E.  UODEaZOOK.* 
(Be  finn,  Be  true.) 

•  Thaleittr  Itw'iiicD  DuacoMncielil  ai>i«»htciiiiid<«il|rnedoii  tht  ihlid  pac<  Ob  ihc 
fynriN  p»ire.  ntti  th«  boltOBi.rTidtBilT  ""'(Urt  »fi"  ibi  l«<W  "»•  Miti.tn  th«  wordi : 
"  t(  T«0  4*clln«  t«e<itn*.irtti«DickliiM  lo  Ho.  ■(}  Coitnr  Sir*<l.  BsllisiOM,  Md." 
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The  cross-examination  of  Rhoades  was  conducted  at  g^at 
length,  wittioiit  eliciting  any  important  fact,  ullicr  than  an  ad- 
mission that  he  had  suspected  Uddcrzook  might  be  plotting 
against  liim,  but  his  suspicions  took  no  definite  form.  The 
wUolt:  of  [Uiuadcs's  direct  tesliniuny  was  rigidly  cross-ques- 
tioned, witliout  shaking  it  in  thu  least  d<?gree.  He  was  then 
asked  by  the  Cunimonwealtli's  Attorney  if  he  ever  showed  the 
letter  which  he  received  from  Udderzook  to  any  person.  Pris- 
oner's counsel  objected.  Objection  overruled,  and  exception 
reserved  by  the  defense.  Witness  answered  that  he  showed  it 
the  same  day  that  he  received  it  to  Mrs.  Annie  E.  Skclton,  who 
was  at  that  time  keeping  house  for  him;  also,  on  the  same  day. 
he  showed  it  to  Gainer  P.  Moore,  and  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  Udder- 
rook,  a  widow  of  the  brother  uf  William  E.  Udderzook.  He 
showed  his  answer  to  the  letter  to  Mrs.  Skelton.  Witness  was 
asked  if  be  told  his  conversation  with  Udderzook,  which  he 
held  with  him  at  tlie  hay-field,  to  any  person.  Prisoner's 
counsel  asked  the  Court  if  he  thought  this  admissible  against 
the  prisoner.  Ih^  Court  said  it  was  admissible  to  show 
whether  or  not,  if  there  was  a  scheme,  the  witness  \vas  a  part)* 
to  it  That  if  the  witness  was  a  party  to  the  crime,  his  testi- 
mony should  be  received  with  great  caution,  and  should 
not  be  relied  upon  except  in  so  far  as  it  is  corroborated  by 
other  circumstances.  If  he  is  not  to  be  treated  as  a  party  then 
he  stands  as  any  other  witness.  Witness  then  said  that  he  told 
the  conversation,  first  to  Albert  Baldwin,  on  the  ad  day  of 
July,  and  to  Zachariah  Baldwin  on  the  morning  of  the  3d  of 
July,  when  he  returned  to  his  work;  that  he  worked  alt  that 
day  and  in  the  evening  of  the  same  day.  After  going  home  he 
told  it  to  Gainer  P.  Moore.  He  also  spoke  of  it  to  several 
other  persons,  whose  names  he  mentioned.  The  Court  then 
asked,  when  was  tlie  first  time  the  witness  heard  of  the  man's 
body  being  found.  Witness  an.«iwered:  The  first  time  I  heard 
of  the  body  being  found  was  at  about  five  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon of  Friday,  the  Ilth  day  of  July.  T  went  to  the  woods 
with  Gainer  Moore,  to  the  place  where  the  body  lay.  and  on 
putting  a  shove!  down  by  its  side.  I  came  to  and  dug  up  a 
bloody,  dirty  shirt.  I  placed  a  shovel  under  the  head,  and 
raised  it  up.    Just  then  we  heard  a  buggy  passing  on  the  pike 
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road,  and  wc  went  out  to  it.  We  got  into  the  wagon  and  went 
back  to  Gainer  Moore's  house,  and  I  left  Gainer  llicre. 

An»ir  Stecltan  identified  llie  Udderzouk  letter  as  the  one 
Rhoadc6  showed  lier  on  the  day  he  received  it  by  mail.  She 
also  testified  to  having  read  an  answer  to  it,  written  by  Rhnades. 
— Mrs.  Elisabeth  Vddcrzook,  widow  of  the  brother  of  William 
E.  LJ<Ulcrzook,  testified  tliat  lihoadcs  showed  her  the  letter  the 
latter  part  of  April. — GoiMv  P.  Moore  testified  that  Rhoadcs 
showed  him  the  letter  in  the  early  pari  of  last  winter.  Ik*  also 
testified  to  ha%'ing  been  told  by  Rhoades  about  the  conversation 
between  Udderzook  and  Rhoades,  which  took  place  in  Bald- 
win's hay-field.  The  witness  was  told  of  this  conversation  on 
the  evening  of  July  3d.' — Albert  Baldwin,  keeper  of  the  Hvery 
stable  at  Pcnningtonville,  testified  that  Rhoades  told  him  of 
the  conversation  on  Wctlncsday  evening,  July  2(1. — Zachariah 
Baldwin  testified  that  he  saw  the  prisoner  in  his  hay-field  on 
the  1st  day  of  July,  and  saw  him  with  Rhoades.  On  the  morn- 
ing of  the  3d  of  July,  Rhoades  told  witness  of  the  conversation. 
— Savwfi  Shcttm  testified  that  on  tlic  6ih  of  July,  Rhoades 
told  him  of  the  conversation,  and  also  showed  him  the  letter 
from  Udderzook. 

Albert  Baldwin,  recalled. — I  saw  the  prisoner  at  my  livery 
stable  on  the  ist  day  of  July,  1873.  He  hired  a  team  of  me  to 
go  to  Cochran  sville.  He  was  to  be  back  between  six  and 
seven  o'clock.  I  furnished  him  two  blankets.  One  was  a 
light  auninier  horse  cover,  and  the  other  was  a  Hncn  lap  cover. 
He  paid  me  S2  for  the  team,  and  then  got  in  and  drove  off. 
I  retired  to  be<l  about  nine  o'clock  that  night.  Udderzook 
had  not  returned  when   [  went  to  bed. 

Gasioivay  Peters. — I  was  employed  at  the  livery  stable  of 
Mr.  Baldwin  in  Pennington vi He  last  July,  I  saw  the  prisoner 
on  the  ist  day  of  July  last.  I  met  him  on  the  road  between 
Gilfillan's  tan-yard  and  BaeKs  Woods,  He  was  driving  a  horse 
of  Mr.  Baldwin's  harnessed  to  a  buggy.  There  was  a  horse 
with  saddle  and  bridle  on.  ahead  of  him.  I  next  saw  him  that 
night  when  he  returned  the  horse  and  bnggy  to  the  stable.  It 
was  then  twenty  minutes  to  twelve  o'clock.  I  unlocked  the 
stable  and  led  the  horse  in,  and  unharnessed  him  in  there. 
Udderzook  stood  by  me,  and  I  said  to  him,  "  You  did  not  get 
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in  as  soon  as  you  expected."  He  said,  "  When  a  man  gets 
out  among  the  women,  he  docs  not  know  when  he  will  get  in." 
I  noticed  the  wagon  was  broken,  and  asktd  him  how  he  did  it, 
and  he  said  he  did  not  know  how  it  got  broken.  The  dasher 
was  broken  at  tlit  hand-hold,  and  the  Iron  tranie  bent  over 
towards  the  horse.  Two  of  the  hind  bows  in  tlie  buggy-tc^ 
were  broken,  and  two  rivets  were  broken  from  tlie  bows  at  the 
ends  where  the  bows  are  fastened  to  the  seat,  so  that  tlie  bows 
were  swinging  loose.  This  was  on  the  left-hand  side.  1  asked 
him  to  pay  for  overtime,  and  he  said  he  would  see  Baldwin 
in  the  morning.  He  went  away,  and  I  locked  the  stable  and 
went  to  bed.  The  next  morning  I  was  examining  the  wagon, 
and  I  found  a  finger  ring  and  a  collar  button  lying  between 
the  cushions,  near  the  front  edge,  on  the  scat  Thfv  lay  be- 
tween the  creases  of  the  cushions,  and  were  in  sight.  [The 
ring  heretofore  introduced  in  evidence  was  shown  to  and  iden- 
tified by  the  witness  as  the  one  he  found  in  the  bugg>'.]  I 
gave  the  ring  tn  Mr.  Baldwin  that  morning,  [The  collar  but- 
ton heretofore  introduced  in  evidence  was  shown  to  and  identi- 
fied by  the  ftitness.]  I  kept  the  collar  button  until  I  gave  it 
to  the  coroner's  jury. 

Jane  Uddersook,  the  aged  mother  of  the  prisoner,  Nn-as  next 
called  to  identify  the  handwriting  of  her  son,  William  E.  Uddcr- 
zook.  She  had  corresponded  with  him  for  years  past — since 
he  was  a  boy — and  was  able  to  recognize  his  handwriting  when 
she  saw  it.  Several  letters  were  lianded  her,  with  the  request 
that  she  would  look  at  the  signature*  and  say  what  was  her  best 
judgment  as  to  whether  it  was  his  handwriting  or  not.  She 
had  not  her  glasses  with  her.  and  her  eyes  were  suffused  with 
tears  so  that  she  could  not  answer  definitely.  A  pair  of  glasses 
were  handed  her,  which,  she  said,  did  not  suit  her  very  well. 
Of  a  letter  dated  Baltimore,  October  30th,  1871,  addressed  to 
his  mother,  and  signed  William  E,  Udderzook,  167  Conway 
Street,  she  said,  "It  is  likely  it  is  his  writing."  Of  a  letter 
dated  Baltimore,  November  i6tli,  1871,  directed  to  Mr.  and 
Mrs.  Mitllin.  she  s.M,  "  It  looks  like  his  writing."  Of  a  letter 
dated  Baltimore,  October  28th.  1871.  addressed  to  Mrs. 
Mullin.  she  said,  "  I  think  that  ts  the  same  handwriting."  The 
letter  to   Rhoades  was  handed  to  the  witness,   when    Mr, 
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McVcagli,  the  prisoner's  counsel,  remarked,  "  I  think  these 
letters  are  to  proven  they  wiU  have  to  go  to  the  jury."  The 
letters  were  then  offered  in  evidence  by  tlie  Commonwealth. 

Gasi&woy  Peters,  recalled. — I  noUced  Udderzook's  appear- 
ance when  he  brought  the  horse  back  tliat  night  I  saw  that 
one  leg  ol  his  pantaloons  was  dirty.  He  wore  dark  clothing. 
There  were  no  blankets  with  the  l>ugg>"  when  lie  returned  it 

John  Hurley. — I  reside  in  West  I'allowficld  township.  It  is 
about  one  field  from  my  house  to  Bacr's  Woods.  My  wife 
awakened  me  on  the  night  of  the  1st  of  July,  and  I  heard  a 
noise  o!  a  man  hallooing.  1  did  not  look  to  sec  what  time  it 
was,  but  think  it  was  betn'een  ten  and  eleven  o'clock.  I  got 
out  of  bed  and  went  to  the  window,  and  I  heard  three  loud 
calls  after  1  got  to  the  window — a  kind  of  hallooing.  Then  it 
was  still  for  about  two  minutes,  and  then  I  heard  what  sounded 
like  loud  and  wicked  scolding.  One  of  them  hallooed  "  t)h!'' 
not  nearly  so  loud  as  the  other  sounds.  I  was  at  the  window 
listening,  some  twenty  minutes  or  so.  I  heard  a  sound  like 
a  horse  and  wagon.  I  saw  nothing.  T  could  tell  hy  the  sound 
from  what  direction  it  cajne.  It  came  from  Bacr's  Woods. 
Towards  daylight  I  noticed  a  light  burning  in  the  woods. 

Dr.  John  J.  Gibson. — I  reside  in  Coeliransville.  On  the 
morning  of  the  second  day  of  July,  1873,  I  observed  smoke 
arising  from  about  the  centre  of  Baer's  Woods.  I  was  where 
I  could  plainly  see  full  t^vo-thirds  of  the  top  of  the  woodland, 
and  was  about  a  mile  and  three-quarters  distant  from  the 
woods.     It  was  about  half-past  five  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

James  Robinson. — I  am  a  millwTight.  and  in  the  early  part 
of  July  in  this  year  I  was  repairing  a  mill  near  Cochran sville. 
On  the  morning  of  the  2d  of  July,  at  about  half-past  Four 
o'clock,  I  noticed  smoke  ascending  from  Baer's  Woods.  The 
smoke  seemed  to  come  from  the  centre  of  the  woods.  I  was 
about  a  mile  and  a  half  distant  when  I  first  saw  it,  and  as  t  was 
going  in  that  direction  I  approached  to  within  about  three- 
quarters  of  a  mile  of  it.  It  attracted  my  attention  consider- 
ably, and  I  stopped  and  looked  at  it.  It  was  a  heavy  body  of 
smoke,  and  showed  very  plainly.  I  continued  to  notice  it  until 
I  lost  sight  of  it  in  the  hollow,  as  I  turned  off  from  the  pike 
to  go  down  to  the  mill. 
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Satituei  Robinson. — On  the  morning  of  the  second  day  a( 
July  last  I  saw  smoke  rising  [rum  near  the  centre  of  Baer's 
Woods.  It  was  belwcen  halt-past  four  and  five  o'clock.  On 
tile  Sunday  following  afltr  llic  body  was  discovered,  I  was  in 
the  woods,  and  found  a  few  Immcd  fragments  of  clothing  at  a 
spot  where  there  had  been  a  fire.  1  have  these  cliarrcd  frag- 
ments with  me.  [Opening  package  containing  pieces  of  clolh.] 
llcrc  is  part  of  them.  It  was  ten  days  or  more  after  1  saw  Uie 
fire,  when  I  went  into  the  woods. 

/ilbert  Bald-nw,  recalled. — I  examined  the  buggy  next  morn- 
ing after  Udderzoolc  had  returned  it  to  my  stable.  The  rivets 
of  the  bows  on  Uie  left  side  were  brnken  so  that  the  bows 
would  spring  backward  and  forward,  The  imn  of  the  dash  was 
broken  off  on  the  left  side,  at  about  four  inches  from  the  top. 
The  whole  ilash  was  fjent  over  forward.  The  oil-cloth,  which 
had  l>cen  tacked  to  the  floor  of  the  buggy,  was  torn  of.  and 
missing.  Only  portions  of  it  remained  that  were  held  round 
the  edges  by  the  tacks.  Afterwards,  on  the  4th,  J  noticed 
what  appeared  to  be  blood-stains  upon  the  bottom  of  the  floor 
of  the  wagon.  It  appeared  to  have  run  through  a  crack  in 
the  floor.  I  searched  tlie  wagon  to  ascertain  if  there  were  any 
blood-stains,  because  of  what  Rhoades  told  about  his  conver- 
sation in  the  hay-field  with  Uddcrzook.  I  made  out  a  bill 
against  Udderzook  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  Patchell  to  collect  Tlie 
bill  was  for  the  missing  blankets,  for  breaking  the  wagon,  and 
for  overtime.  [A  paper  handed  to  witness,  which  he  identified 
as  the  bill.]  The  bill  is  made  out  for  $12.75.  '  received  $g 
through  Mr.  Patchell. 

Edimn  Patchell,  recalled. — Mr.  Baldwin  gave  me  a  bill  to 
collect  against  William  E.  Uddcrzook.  on  the  evening  of  the 
second  day  of  July.  I  found  Uddcrzook  at  his  mother's  house. 
and  presented  him  the  bill.  I  said  to  him,  "  Here  is  a  bill  that 
Baldwin  ha.s  made  out  against  you  for  breaking  his  wagon  and 
losing  his  blankets."  He  stood  for  a  second  or  two  and  then 
said,  "  Yes,  I  lost  the  blankets,  hut  T  did  not  break  his  wagon.'* 
Then  he  said,  "Yes,  I  broke  one  small  iron  in  front.  T  do 
not  fee!  willing  to  pay  for  the  wagon,  but  the  blankets  I  will 
pay  for."  He  looked  at  the  bill,  and  handed  me  $9.  all  in  $1 
notes,     He  asked  me  for  a  receipt,  and  I  said  to  him  it  was 
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not  necessary,  as  Baldwin  could  give  him  a  receipt  when  he 
got  the  money.  He  said,  "  I  will  not  be  here  longer  than  to- 
iiiortow  ntorntng,  but  Baldwin  can  give  it  to  mother."  He 
kept  the  bill. 

Joseph  JViison. — I  reside  in  Cochransville ;  am  clerk  of  the 
hotel  there.  The  prisoner  at  the  bar  called  at  the  hotel  !n 
Cochransville,  at  abont  seven  o'clock  in  the  morning  of  the 
second  day  of  July  last,  and  asked  for  breakfast.  I  imme- 
diately ordcrcil  breakfast  for  him,  and  after  he  had  Bnishcd,  he 
paid  his  bill  and  went  away. 

Mrs.  Lydia  Bott^maiL — I  saw  the  prisoner  on  the  morning 
o(  the  second  day  of  July  last,  in  the  hotel  in  Cochran iiville.  I 
waited  on  him  at  his  breakfast  I  noticed  hts  clothing.  He 
wore  ht>s  coat  buttoned  lightly  across  his  breast.  I  noticed 
tlien  his  pantaloons  were  dwsty.  as  though  dust  had  settled  on 
Uicm  after  they  had  been  wcL  As  he  passed  out  of  the  room 
I  noticed  his  pantaloons  were  tumc<i  up  at  the  bottoms.  His 
hair  seemed  to  be  very  much  rumpled,  as  though  he  had  been 
lying  down  and  had  not  combed  it  aiterwards. 

Samvei  C.  Jefferis,  recalled. — I  saw  Uddcrrook  the  next 
morning  after  he  left  my  hotel  in  Jcnnervillc.  I  met  him  about 
two  and  a  half  miles  north  of  my  house,  on  the  road  leading 
from  Cochransville.  He  was  going  towards  Jcnnervillc.  Alter 
saying  good  morning,  I  asked  him  what  he  had  done  with 
his  partner.  He  told  me  he  had  left  him  at  rarkeslnirg;  that 
he  (Udderzook)  was  going  down  to  see  his  mother,  and  then 
home.  He  was  traveling  on  toot.  It  was  then  between  eight 
and  nine  o'clock  in  the  morning.  It  was  a  warm  morning. — 
Cross-examination.  Hb  coat  was  off  and  I  think  he  was  carry- 
ing it  on  his  shoulder.  I  noticed  the  lower  part  of  his  panta- 
loons were  foxy — dusty. 

Robert  C.  Kdton. — I  am  station  agent  at  Penn  Station,  on 
Ihe  P.  &  B.  C.  R-  R.  I  know  Williain  E.  Udderzook.  He  was 
at  my  station  in  the  evening  of  the  second  day  of  July  last,  and 
purchased  a  ticket  from  me  to  go  on  the  six  o'clock  train.  He 
went  on  the  train  towards  Philadelphia.  I  saw  him  again  in 
about  one  hour  afterwards.  He  came  back  on  the  seven  o'clock 
train.  He  had  no  baggage  with  him  when  he  first  came. 
When  he  came  back  he  had  a  valise.    I  spoke  to  him  and  said, 
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"  Uilly,  >'OU  didn't  stay  long."  He  answered  me  saytng  he 
did  not  intend  to.  He  went  towards  Joseph  Miller's,  where 
bis  mother  lives.  I  next  saw  liitii  ou  the  morning  uf  tlie  3d  of 
July.  He  got  no  ticket  from  me  on  that  morning,  but  he  got 
on  board  the  train  going  to  Baltimore.  He  Iiad  no  baggage 
with  him,  unless  it  was  a  small  bundle  under  his  irm. 

Ifntry  Painler. — I  reside  in  VV^cst  Chester.  1  visited  tlic 
house  of  Mr.  Joseph  Miller  on  the  27th  day  of  July,  and  in- 
quired for  Mrs.  Jane  Udderzook.  She  gave  me  a  valise  con- 
taining a  box  of  paper  collars.  [The  valise  heretofore  intro- 
duced in  evidence  exhibited  to  and  identified  by  the  witness 
as  the  valise  he  obtained  from  Mr.*;.  Vdd*:xzoo\i.]— -Cross-exami- 
nation, I  went  to  the  house  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Wanger, 
the  District  Atlorucy.  I  did  not  search  the  premises  at  that 
time.     I  did  subsequently. 

Thomas  Carroll. — 1  reside  in  Baltimore.  Am  a  detective 
officer.  On  the  15th  of  July  last,  SherifT  Gill  came  to  our  office 
in  Baltimore,  and  I  went  with  him  over  to  Otto  Duker's  plan* 
ing-mill,  and  there  found  and  arrested  William  E.  Udderzook. 
I  tuok  him  into  a  room  in  the  presence  of  Deputy  Marslial 
Frcy,  Chief  Detective  Crone,  Sheriff  Gill,  and  niyscU.  He 
stated  that  he  went  up  to  Chester  County,  Pennsylvania,  to 
see  his  mother;  that  he  hired  a  horse,  and  went  to  see  his  sis- 
ter and  brother-in-law. — Prisoner's  Counsel.  Was  the  statement 
he  made  entirely  voluntarj? — Witness.  Yes,  sir.  He  said  that 
the  horse  was  a  false  one,  and  he  concluded  to  hire  a  horse  and 
buggy.  He  then  started  back  to  take  the  horse  he  had  first 
hired,  home  to  its  owner.  He  tried  to  lead  him,  and  he  would 
not  lead.  He  then  tied  him  to  his  carriage  horse,  but  he  would 
not  go.  He  then  untied  him  and  started  him  on  the  road  by 
himself.  The  horse  bolted  off  to  one  side  of  the  road,  so  that 
he  had  to  get  out  of  the  wagon  and  turn  him  back  to  the  main 
road  again.  He  took  the  horse  back  to  where  he  belonged, 
and  then  took  the  wagon  to  return  it  to  the  parlies  from  whom 
fac  had  hired  it  In  going  along  the  road  a  man  came  out  and 
asked  him  to  take  him  in  the  wagon.  He  did  so,  and  carried 
him  to  Cochransviile,  and  there  put  him  out.  He  said  he  did 
not  know  who  the  man  was,  he  was  a  stranger.  Marshal  Frey, 
Sheriff  Gill,  and  Mr.  Crone  then  left  the  room,  and  I  was  left 
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alone  with  the  prisoner.  The  prisoner  then  made  ihe  remark 
to  me:  "11)15  looks  bad,  doesn't  it?"  1  said  to  him  he  had 
belter  6nd  some  one  who  saw  him  let  the  man  out  of  the  buggy, 
and  our  conversation  ceased  until  I  delivered  him  to  Sheriff 
Gill  at  the  depot.  In  the  cars  at  the  depot,  he  asked  me  if  I 
thought  he  would  Ret  out  of  it.  I  told  him  I  did  not  know 
what  evidence  the  Slate  would  be  able  to  produce  against  him. 
— Cross-examinalitm.  There  was  no  conversation  at  the  plan- 
ing-mlll  about  the  offense,  nor  on  the  way  to  the  office. — Mnr- 
skal  Jacob  Prey.  On  my  arrival  at  my  office,  about  the  middle 
of  July  last,  I  was  informed  of  the  arrest  of  William  V..  Udder^ 
zook,  and  went  into  the  detectives'  office  and  saw  him  there 
with  Sheriff  Git!  and  Detectives  Crone  and  Carroll.  I  shook 
hands  with  Uddcrzook,  ha%-ing  been  acquainted  with  him  for- 
merly, and  commenced  a  conversation  with  him  by  asking  him 
if  he  had  not  been  connected  with  ihe  police  force  of  Balti- 
mcre.  He  ssud  he  had.  Conversation  drifted  upon  the  subject 
of  this  murder.  He  said  his  people  lived  in  that  part  of  the 
country,  and  he  had  usually  gone  there  to  visit  them  during 
the  holidays;  and  as  4th  of  July  was  coming  on,  he  thought 
he  would  go  a  day  before  and  spend  the  Fourth  with  (hem. 
[Witness  then  related  Udderzook's  statements  in  substantially 
the  same  manner  as  did  the  preceding  witness.]  Udder- 
zook  further  said  that  when  he  had  returned  to  Jennerville.  at 
the  place  where  he  had  hired  the  saddle-horse,  a  gentleman 
there  met  him  and  asked  him  to  take  him  in  his  buggy  to 
Cochransvillc.  The  gentleman  got  in  and  he  drove  to  Coch- 
ransvilJe.  when  the  man  got  out,  and  he  immediately  lost  sight 
of  him.  He  said  he  did  not  ask  the  man  his  name,  nor  where 
he  belonged,  nor  where  he  had  come  from.  It  was  not  the 
first  time,  he  said,  that  be  had  seen  this  man.  He  first  met 
him  in  the  cars  going  from  Pliiladelphia  to  Jennerville,  anri 
sat  by  his  side.  He  said  the  gentleman  appeared  to  be  sick. 
He  judged  that  from  the  fact  that  he  laid  his  hands  and  arms 
across  the  back  of  the  seat  In  front  of  him,  and  laid  his  head 
on  hi.<t  hands;  and  the  gentleman  had  asked  him  for  a  glass 
of  water,  which  he  gave  htm ;  and  also  lo  take  the  fare  ticket 
to  give  to  the  conductor,  .^itisfying  myself  that  Udderzook 
was  the  man  that  the  requisition  called  for,  T  told  Wm  Uiat 
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wc  would  have  to  delivM*  him  to  Sheriff  Gill,  who  Imd  a  reqtu- 
sition  for  him,  and  that  he  would  have  to  be  locked  up  until 
the  Shtfriflf  could  leave  u-ilh  him.  He  asked  permission  to  go 
home  and  change  his  clothes.  I  told  him  I  could  not  grant 
that,  but  would  send  an  officer  to  his  hotise  to  tell  his  wife 
to  send  him  anything  he  would  want;  and  that  his  wife  could 
visit  him,  I  then  sent  him  to  the  station-hotisc,  where  he  was 
locked  up. 

William  C.  Crone. — I  reside  in  Baltimore;  am  a  detective. 
pTiis  witness  corroborated,  in  detail,  the  testimony  of  the  pre- 
ccdttig  witnesses  relative  to  the  arrest  and  statements  of  (Jdder- 
zook.]  I  Lhen  ordered  his  person  to  be  searched.  In  search- 
ing him  we  found  a  bill  for  the  hire  of  a  horse  and  buggy,  and 
for  the  loss  of  blankets.  I  delivered  the  bill  to  Sheriff  Gill. 
[The  bill  of  Mr.  Baldwin,  heretofore  introduced  in  evidence, 
was  shown  to  and  recognized  by  witness  as  the  bill  found  on 
Uddcrzook's  person.]  I  aftcnvards  went  to  the  station-house 
with  Udderzook's  wife,  and  he  gave  her  what  money  he  had 
in  Ills  pockets;  it  was  his  last  week's  salary,  he  slated. 

David  Gill. — I  am  sheriff  of  this  (Chester)  county.  I  re- 
ceived a  requisition  on  the  14th  of  July,  and  went  to  Baltimore 
that  night,  and  was  at  the  detectives'  office  the  next  morning. 
[Tliis  witness  related  the  same  account  as  the  previous  wit- 
nesses, of  the  arrest  of  Udderzook,  and  of  what  he  said  of 
meeting  the  man  whom  he  took  into  the  buggy  and  drove  to 
Cochransville.]  On  the  cars,  coming  up  from  Baltimore, 
Udderzook  told  the  witness  that,  after  he  had  got  acquainted 
with  the  man  whom  he  met  for  the  first  time  on  the  cars,  he 
got  oflf  tliat  train  at  West  Grove  Station,  and  walked  from  there 
to  Jcnncrvdle. 

George  Hobinson  visited  Baer's  Woods  on  the  iith  day  of 
July,  and  at  the  place  where  the  fire  had  been,  which  was  near 
the  centre  of  the  woods,  he  found  a  brass,  riveted  button,  such 
as  he  had  seen  upon  pantaloons. — James  M.  Crtisson  was  in 
the  woods  on  the  13th  of  July:  saw  where  the  fire  had  been, 
and  in  searching  the  spot  found  an  clastic  button  and  a  riveted 
button.  He  saw  nearly  a  dozen  other  buttons  and  one  buckle 
which  had  been  found  among  the  ashes  where  the  fire  was. 
He  saw  what  appeared  to  be  pieces  of  diarred  clothing  which 
were  found  there. 
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Ht^Rambo,  Esq.,  recalled. — Examined  the  buggy  for  blood- 
stains a  few  (lays  after  the  body  was  found.  He  fotitid  some 
spots  underneath  the  Hoor,  by  a  crack,  which  he  thought  he 
would  have  recognized  as  blood-stains,  if  he  had  not  heard  of 
the  allcf^ud  murder.  He  cut  ofT  sonic  of  them  with  a  knife  and 
placed  them  in  a  paper,  which  he  iiibaequcntly  delivered  to 
Dr.  Howard. 

Prof,  C.  Uoyd  Ilovjard,  recalled, — District  Attorney  Wangcr 
called  my  attention  to  a  wagon  which  I  examined,  while  in 
Pcnningtonville,  on  the  iSth  day  of  July  last.  I  paid  special 
attention  to  the  floor  of  the  biig^-  and  other  parts  of  it,  upon 
which  I  found  some  red  stains,  several  of  which  I  cut  off  with 
my  penknife  for  subsequent  examination:  and  upon  a  C2re(ul 
examination  I  found  they  were  blood-stains.  Most  of  those 
pieces  on  which  the  stains  were  most  prominent  I  destroyed 
in  the  process  of  examination.  I  have  se\'eral  here.  These 
stains  I  foimd  upon  the  floor  of  the  buggy,  upon  the  under 
surface  of  the  floor,  immediately  below  a  crack  between  two 
of  the  boards  in  the  floor  of  the  buggy,  at  about  the  centre  of 
the  floor,  and  upon  the  edges  of  the  boards  at  the  crack  or 
space  between  them.  I  examined  them  with  sufficient  care 
to  thoroughly  satisfy  myself  that  they  were  blood-stains.  I 
made  special  examination  to  determine  if  they  were  stains  of 
human  blood,  but  on  account  of  the  length  of  time  which  had 
elapsed  since  the  blood  had  remained  tliere,  1  oould  not  decide. 
That  is,  r  could  not  form  such  an  opinion  as  I  would  be  witling 
to  give  as  testimony.  Comparing  them  with  pieces  of  wood 
skuned  with  my  own  blood,  the  results  were  identical.  I  also 
received  from  Esquire  Rambo  some  pieces  of  wood  stained 
with  blood. — Cross<xQmincd.  This  examination  was  micro- 
scopical. It  was  analytical — both  chemical  and  microscopical. 
I  formed  my  judgment  from  the  agreement  in  all  the  experi- 
ments or  investigations. 

The  Commonwealth  here  closed. 

Mr.  McVeagh.  adtlrcssing  tlie  Court,  swd : 

In  view  of  the  bet  that  some  of  llie  witnesses  in  BalliffiAfe  have 
not  complied  witli  otir  request  to  come  up  here,  owing  to  there 
being  an  election  which  wa«  held  there  yeitcrday,  we  desire  leave  to 
retire  for  a  few  miniiles  (or  consultation  with  the  prisoner,  as  to  the 
matter  of  arranging  the  testimony. 
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Leave  was  granted  by  the  Court,  who  s^d  the  sheriff  must 
acconii»any  the  prisoner.  Mr.  McVcagli  and  Mr.  Perdue,  ol 
the  prisoner's  counsel,  together  with  the  prisoner  and  his  wife, 
and  Sheriff  GiU,  retire<l  to  an  adjoining  room.  Mr.  Wliitney, 
who  had  taken  no  part  in  the  conduct  of  the  defense  since  tlie 
introduction  of  the  testimony  of  the  Newark  witnesses,  re- 
mained in  the  court-room.  After  some  minutes  spent  in  con- 
sultation the  parties  reappeared  in  Court,  when  Mr.  McVeagh 
said: 

May  it  ^ase  your  H&non  .■  Owing  to  the  (rggmenury  manner  in 
which  wc  will  be  comiicllcd  to  introduce  our  proof  this  afternoon, 
in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  v^iriout  witnesses,  it  is  thougbt 
hardly  wonh  while  to  present  any  formal  opening  st^Ltcincnt  These 
witnesses  live  out  of  ihc  State,  and.  of  course,  arc  not  amenable  to 
process;  >nd  the  pmoner  U  not  in  luch  circumstances  as  will  admit 
of  hiii  purchasing  their  attendance.  All  wc  can  do  U  lo  have  those 
persons  who  arc  here  come  upon  the  stand  and  tell  their  story  in 
their  own  way.  We  will  call  Mrs.  Goss  and  ask  her  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  death,  as  she  supposed,  of  her  husband.  Wc 
will  call  in  other  members  of  the  family  who  can  throw  light  on  this 
matter,  and  wherever  the  circumKL-incct  surrounding  tliis  cause  enable 
us  to  do  so,  we  will  endeavor  to  meet  the  testimony  that  has  been 
adduced.  When  ihut  is  heard,  when  this  testimony  is  given,  if  the 
witnesses  of  whom  I  have  spoken  arc  not  here,  wc  will  have  lo  uk 
your  Honors  to  favor  us  with  an  adjournment  until  to-morrow.  The 
excuse  in&Jc  by  thc&c  witnesses  tor  their  non-appearance  is  that  there 
is  an  election  of  an  exciting  character  being  held  in  the  State  ol 
Maryland  to-day,  -and  those  upon  whom  wc  rely  have  declared  their 
inability  to  be  here  till  the  election  is  over. 

^frs.  Eliza  W.  Goss.  sworn  and  examined. — 1  was  the  wife 
of  Winfield  Scott  Goss.  In  the  month  of  February,  1872,  I 
was  living  at  No.  314  North  Eiitaw  Street,  Bahitnorc.  At 
that  time  my  husband  was  not  engaged  in  any  business  in  par- 
ticular, hut  he  was  wirTking  for  himself,  on  the  York  Road,  at 
gilding,  and  working  in  a  substitute  for  india-nihber.  We  had 
been  boarding  just  opposite  the  place  where  he  was  eagaged, 
at  the  house  of  Mr.  Engel,  from  July  until  November,  and  then 
I  went  Iiome  to  my  mother's,  where  I  was  at  the  time  of  the 
burning.  My  husband  was  boanling  there  with  me.  I  last 
saw  my  husband  alive  on  Friday,  at  noon,  the  3d  day  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1872.  I  first  heard  of  the  burning  about  haU-T>ast  nine 
o'clock,  Friday  night.    When  I  first  heard  of  the  fire  1  did  not 
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know  that  my  husband  was  supposed  to  have  been  burned.  I 
first  heard  o(  that  at  about  eleven  o'clock  the  same  tiighl.  Mr. 
Louis  EJigel  gave  nie  that  information.  He  s;ud  he  caiinc  at 
the  instance  of  Mr.  Udderzook.  Mr.  Uddcrzook  caiiie  himself 
at  about  eleven  o'clock.  Tlie  coroner's  inquest  was  held  the 
next  day.  Tlie  remains  reached  itiy  house  at  aboui  six  o'clock 
Saturday  evening.  I  saw  thciii  and  recognized  tUein  as  tlie  re- 
mains of  my  husband.  Tliey  remained  until  Monday,  at  one 
o'clock.  I  saw  them  two  or  three  times  during  the  interval. 
I  accompanied  the  remains  to  Baltimore  Cemetery,  where  they 
were  placed  in  a  public  vault  They  remained  there  until  the 
following  Thursday,  when  tliey  were  put  in  the  ground.  I  was 
present.  Since  the  2d  day  of  February,  1872,  I  have  not  hcani 
from  my  husband,  have  not  received  any  connimnication  from 
him.  directly  or  indirectly.  I  liad  been  married  nine  years  on 
the  26th  of  last  November.  WTien  the  remains  were  taken  to 
the  Fialtimore  Cemetery,  it  was  a  public  funeral.  [Handing 
witness  a  photograph  not  before  shown  any  witness.]  It  is  a 
picture  of  Mr.  Goss,  taken  six  or  seven  years  ago.  There  was 
no  scar  ujKin  my  husband's  forehead.  His  eyes  were  dark 
blue.  [Handing  witness  the  ring  heretofore  introduced  in  evi- 
dence by  the  Commonwealth.]  I  have  seen  this  ring  before. 
Mr.  Perdue  showed  it  to  mc.  I  have  examined  it  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  my  husband's  ring.  From  my  recollection  of  my 
husband's  ring,  where  that  one  has  a  beading  in  tlie  centre,  his 
ring  was  in  regular  cuts  all  around — in  creases,  grooves.  Tlien 
there  is  a  smooth  appearance  around  the  selling,  on  the  top 
of  that  ring,  which  I  do  not  think  my  husband's  ring  could 
have  had.  as  he  only  had  it  and  wore  it  about  eighteen  months, 
and  that  ring  has  a  worn  appearance  to  me.  His  ring  had  a 
similar  stone,  only  I  cnnnot  describe  any  marks  on  the  stone 
at  all.  I  know  it  was  a  d.irk  green  setting,  but  I  did  not  know 
at  all,  until  after  this  trouble,  that  his  ring  was  what  they  call 
a  blood-stone  ring.  I  did  not  know  what  a  hlood-stonc  ring 
was. — Crpss-cxnmmed  by  Mr.  Hayes.  I  was  able  to  rccognicc 
the  remains  by  the  form  of  the  head,  and  size  of  the  body, 
and  form  of  the  neck— fullness  of  the  neck.  That  was  all  there 
was  for  me  to  recognize. — The  Court.  Was  there  at  that  time 
any  question  about  it  that  called  for  examination? — IVilness. 
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No,  sir. — The  Court.  You  had  no  occasion,  at  that  time,  to 
think  wlietlier  they  were  or  were  not  your  husband's  remains? 
— IVitness.  No,  sir,  I  had  not — Mr.  Hayes.  Please  give  us 
a  description  of  your  husiiand,  as  you  recollect  him, — IVitncss. 
Well,  he  had  dark  hrown  hair,  very  clear,  smooth  skin,  dark 
blue  eyes;  he  wore  a  heavy  mustache  and  goatee  at  the  tinic 
of  his  death.  He  wa;^  stout  built  His  height  ]  cannot  say. — 
Witness  further  testified:  When  1  saw  the  remains  they  lay  in 
a  coffin  and  were  covered  with  a  sheet.  I  uncovered  them. 
The  whole  body  was  of  a  brownish  color.  I  could  not  see 
tlie  teelh,  as  the  lips  were  closed.  The  eyes  were  closed  also. 
Tlie  hair  was  burned  off,  except  a  small  portion  on  the  hack 
of  the  neck. — Mr.  Hayes.  I  was  about  to  show  the  witness  a 
tetter  which,  unfortunately.  I  do  not  have  at  hand,  hut  may 
have  to  night  It  may  be  interesting  to  her  to  see.  I  would 
ask  her — do  you  know  Miss  Eliza  Burke? — U^itt%ess.  I  do. — 
Question.  Where  does  Miss  Eliza  Burke  live? — Answer.  At 
Mr.  Uddcrzook's.  She  is  his  servant — Queslimt.  That  is  a 
picture  of  whom?  [Handing  witness  a  photograph.] — Answer. 
It  is  a  picture  of  A.  Campbell  Goss,  a  brother  of  my  husband. 
[The  letter  of  which  the  Commonwealth's  Attorney  spoke  as 
being  one  that  might  interest  the  witness  to  see,  but  which  was 
not  then  at  hand,  is  a  remarkable  document  This  letter  was 
addressed  to  Alexander  C,  IVilson,  j^  Mulberry  Street,  l^evh 
ark,  Nnv  Jersey,  and  arrived  at  its  destinatiim  hy  due  course 
of  mail,  but  not  until  aEter  W.  S.  Goss,  alias  Wilson,  had  left 
there  to  meet  Uddcrzook  in  Philadelphia.  The  letter  was  found 
at  the  above-mentioned  address,  the  boarding-house  of  Mrs. 
Toombcs,  early  in  the  investigation  of  this  case,  hy  parties  in 
the  interest  of  the  insurance  companies.  The  letter  is  post- 
marked Baltimore,  Md,,  July  ist,  7  P,  M,,  and  the  address  upon 
the  envelope  was  found  to  be,  unmistakably,  in  tlie  handwriting 
of  A.  Campbell  Goss.  the  brother  of  W.  S.  Goss,  alias  A,  C. 
Wilson,  and  brother-in-law  of  Mrs.  Goss,  the  witness.  Upon 
opening  tlie  tetter  it  was  found  to  be  urittcn  in  a  hand  evidently 
seeking  disguise,  and  was  signed.  Miss  Eliza  Burke,  Conxvay 
Street.  It  was  easily  ascertained  that  Miss  Eliza  Burke,  as 
Mrs.  Goss  testifies,  supra,  was  a  servant  in  Uddcrzook 's  family 
— an  ignorant  sewing-woman,  who  had  been  in  their  employ 
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some  time.  Her  name  was  uscil  by  Campbell  Goss  as  hig  wm 
de  plume  while  in  correspondence  with  his  brother,  W.  S  Goss, 
and  during  their  conduct  of  the  conspiracy  to  de/raud  tlw  in- 
surance companies.  Nutwilhstanding  tlic  attempt  at  disguise, 
upon  being  com|>arcd  with  that  of  Campbell  Goss,  the  writing 
13  shown  to  be  the  same. 
The  (oIK>wnng  is  the  letter: 

H«.  Wilson  — I  wtote  lo  you  more  than  a  weeks  *go,  and  asked 
you  to  send  mc  wurJ  whethvr  you  would  cucct  V  in  i'hiUdclpliia  or 
not  and  to  direct  to  U  in  my  care  Cunwiy  strccl.  llic  uld  hou^e.  i  am 
very  anxious  ta  bear  Irom  you,  and  nm  waiting  patiently.  U  you 
will  meet  liim.  state  wlien  aii<I  where.  .Ml  i*  right  here,  so  far  W. 
&  J.  and  1  had  a  lorg  talk  yesterday,  and  it  is  all  in  our  faror.  Please 
write  soon  and  direct  as  1  told  you.  and  obltKc. 

Your*,  &C. 

Miss  Eliza  UuKKe. 

Jnly  tBt,  73.  Couway  tt. 

Let  lue  hear  from  you  by  ret  of  mail. 


It  will  be  observed  thnt  in  this  letter  Campbell  GOH  b  de- 
sirous of  arranging  for  his  brother,  W.  S.  Goss,  to  meet  U. 
(UdderKook)  in  Philadelphia;  but,  through  some  blunder  on 
tlie  part  of  the  conspirators,  W.  S.  Goss  had  already  met  Uddcr- 
200k  in  that  city,  and  the  two  were  on  their  way  to  Bacr's 
Woods,  riding  in  the  buggy,  at  the  very  hour  this  letter  was 
post-marked  in  Italtimorc.  The  initial  letter  "  C  "  «?f  Campbell 
Goss's  name  may  be  noticed  in  the  bottom  left-hand  comer  of 
the  letter.  The  long  talk  with  W.  &  J.  refers  to  a  talk  held 
by  Campbell  Goss  with  hi«  attorneys  in  the  insurance  suits  then 
pending,  Messrs.  Whitney  &  Johns,  of  Rallimorc.  Tn  the  early 
part  of  Udderzonk's  trial,  Mr.  Whitney  appeared  and  assisted 
in  the  conduct  of  the  defense:  hut  before  the  Commonweahh 
closed  its  case,  he  withdrew  from  active  partidparion  in  the 
cause.  At  the  time  when  Mr.  Whitney  thus  withdrew.  Mr. 
Johns  (who  was  then  in  West  Chester  attending  the  trial)  pri- 
vately expressed  his  unqualified  astonishment  at  the  overwhelm- 
ing testimony  produced  by  the  Commonwealth,  and  also  his 
indignation  at  having  been  thus  imposed  tipnn  and  deceived  by 
his  clients,  the  Goss  and  Udderzook  families.] 
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The  Goss-Langley  photograph,  heretotore  introduced  m  evi- 
dence by  tlic  Commonweal  til,  was  handed  lt>  witness,  who  iden- 
tified it  a$  a  picture  o(  her  husband  (standing),  and  of  Mr.  Lang- 
ley  (sitting). — QMStion.  Will  you  please  describe  your  husband's 
ring? — Ansieer.  His  ring  was  of  the  same  style  as  this.  [The 
ring  heretofore  introduced  in  evidence  by  the  Commonwealth.] 
It  was  the  same  looking,  but  the  only  difference  1  can  remem- 
ber is  that  his  ring  was  made  round  in  the  ridges,  instead  of 
tliis  beading.  That  is  as  I  recollect  it.  I  do  not  know  where 
my  husband  got  the  ring.  He  had  it  about  eighteen  months. 
I  first  learned  of  his  having  it  when  he  came  home  with  it  on 
his  finger,  I  never  learned  what  became  of  his  ring.  The 
stone  in  this  ring  is  the  same  looking  as  in  that  of  my  htis- 
band's,  according  to  my  recollection.  I  could  not  say  anything 
about  the  stone  more  than  that  his  had  a  stone  in  it  of  the 
same  color  and  size. — The  Court.  One  other  thing  about  which 
I  want  to  be  certain.  I  understood  you,  Mrs.  Goss,  to  say 
that  your  recognition  of  these  remains  as  your  husband's,  was 
from  the  sixc  of  the  neck  and  the  form  of  the  body. — Witness. 
The  general  appearance  of  the  body  in  size  and  shape. — The 
Court.  Was  tliat  your  only  means  of  recognition? — IVitwis, 
TTte  only  means  there  were  left — The  Court.  The  expression 
from  the  features  of  the  face? — Witness.    There  was  none. 

Datid  Arden. — I  am  step-father  of  Mrs.  Goss.  I  live  at 
No.  314  Eutaw  Street,  Baltimore.  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Goss  lived  at 
my  house  in  January',  1873.  [  remember  Mr.  Louis  Engcl's 
coming  there  on  the  night  of  the  2d  of  February,  between 
nine  and  ten  o'clock.  He  came  and  informed  us  that  the 
house  was  burned.  I  asked  him  then  what  liad  become  of 
Goss.  1  went  with  him  up  to  the  place  of  the  fire,  on  the  York 
Road.  I  found  nothing  there  but  the  cinders.  Tlierc  was  no 
one  about  the  building  at  the  time  I  got  there.  I  first  saw  the 
remains  the  nest  morning,  at  the  inquest.  1  recognized  the 
shape  of  the  head,  the  full  neck,  and  the  very  full  chest,  and  in 
that  manner  identified  the  remains.  T  had  known  Mr.  Goss 
about  eighteen  years.  There  was  no  scar  upon  his  face.  He 
was  of  fair  complexion  and  smooth  skin.  T  saw  the  remains 
which  were  exhumed  at  Penningtonville.  It  was  on  the  19th 
or  20th  of  July — the  day  after  the  examination  made  by  Doctors 


Lewis  and  Howard.  1  had  two  views  of  these  remains  photo- 
graphed at  tlic  time.  [Picturt's  handed  tcj  witness,  who  identi- 
fied than  as  the  ones  he  had  taken.]  Mr.  Hanson,  from  Balti- 
more, was  witi)  me  at  the  time.  lie  is  a  hauer  by  trade,  and 
he  had  made  hats  tor  Mr.  Goss  for  a,  numlwr  of  years.  Mr. 
Hanson  did  not  take  any  measurement  of  the  head  at  Penning- 
tonvillc,  but  he  took  a  good  view  of  it. — Crosi-txomined  by  A/r. 
Hayes.  I  identified  the  charred  remains  as  those  of  Mr.  Goss, 
so  far  as  they  could  be  recognized.  1  recognized  the  shape  of 
the  head,  the  neck,  and  the  breast  I  recognized  a  resem- 
blance. I  recognized  the  shape  of  the  head;  diere  were  no 
features.  I  have  seen  otlier  heads  of  the  same  shape.  The 
neck  did  not  appear  swollen.  It  was  a  little  contracted,  not 
much.  It  did  not  look  quite  so  large  as  Goss's  neck.  It  was  a 
full,  round  neck.  Of  course,  1  have  seen  other  full,  round 
necks  of  the  same  kind.  The  fulUw*s  of  the  clicst  in  these  re- 
mains was  peculiar.  I  have  seen  other  men  the  same  way. 
Under  the  circumstances,  1  thought  I  could  see  the  fonn  of  Mr. 
Goss  tliere.  There  was  no  question  at  that  time  about  these 
remains  being  his.  I  never  saw  his  tcclh — cnuld  not  describe 
them.  His  eyes  were  dark  blue.  Hi.>i  hair  was  vcrj^  dark,  be- 
tween black  and  brown.  He  had  a  full,  round  head,  gooil  fore- 
head, square  eyes,  person  vcrj*  erect,  broad  shoulders,  and  very 
full  chest.  VV'hcn  I  saw  the  remains  at  the  inquest  they  were  ta 
a  box.  I  could  not  see  the  shoulders  very  well.  I  examined 
the  remains  at  Penningtonville.  That  head  was  not  like  Goss's 
head.  Ttiat  iiead  was  not  a  very  long  head.  It  was  a  round 
head,  like  Mr.  Goss's  head.  The  body  at  Penningtonville  was 
lying  in  a  coffin.  I  did  not  raise  the  head  up;  it  lay  in  the 
cofTm  all  the  time  I  saw  it.  1  thought  his  head  was  not  as  full 
as  Goss's.  Goss's  head  was  ver>'  full.  The  feature?  were  so 
disfigured  I  could  not  tell  in  what  other  respects  it  differed  from 
Goss's  head.  I  did  not  see  the  chest  of  the  remains  at  Pen- 
ningtonville. We  did  not  go  very  close;  we  did  not  want  to  go 
very  close:  we  did  not  stay  there  long  enough  to  uncover  it.  it 
was  so  offensive.  I  saw  just  the  head,  and  that  satisfied  mr  at 
once.  I  did  not  expect  to  find  the  corpue  o(  ^fr.  Goss  there. 
I  went  there  herause  1  thought  it  would  be  well  for  me  to 
identify  if  that"  was  Go«.  It  was  said  Goss  had  been  found 
there,  and  I  thought  I  would  go  and  make  sure  of  it. 
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John  M.  Branson. — I  wtnl  to  Petiningtonviile  with  Mr.  Arden. 
I  am  a  photographer,  and  took  the  picture  of  those  remains. 
One  is  a  fiill-faceJ  view,  and  the  oilier  'a  a  side-face.  They 
were  uken  on  the  icjtii  of  July,  between  tliree  and  four  o'clock 
in  tlic  afternoon. — Cross-fxamimiliott.  We  had  to  prop  up  the 
body  at  an  angle  of  sixty  Jcgrt-c*.  but  it  would  slide  down. 
Wc  could  not  get  it  a  full  front-face,  and  it  shortened  the 
head  by  the  angle.  It  was  In  a  decomposed  cfwidition  to  take 
a  picture  in,  Its  hair  was  all  off;  the  teeth  had  Itee-n  taken 
out,  and  some  of  the  flesh  had  been  removed  from  the  face. 
The  Sim  was  shining  on  it  and  it  blurred  the  picture.  It  had 
cleared  off  from  a  showrr,  and  the  .sun  was  shining  very 
brightly,  which  had  a  tendency  to  blur  the  picture.  The  fea- 
tures were  all  gone;  they  were  of  no  account.  ITicrc  was 
just  the  outline  of  the  face. 

Sarah  Mocre. — At  the  lime  of  the  fire  I  was  cook  in  the 
family  of  Mr.  Lowndes,  nn  the  York  Road,  in  Baltimore.  Just 
before  the  lire  broke  out,  1  saw  Mr.  Goss  standing  outside  the 
door  of  the  cottage.  His  sleeves  were  rolled  up  and  he  held  a 
light  in  his  hand.  He  went  in  and  locked  the  door,  and  I  saw 
no  more  of  him.  I  was  eating  my  supper  when  a  dog  barked 
at  the  kitchen  door,  and  opening  it  I  saw  flames  coining  out 
the  window  of  the  cottage.  I  went  and  told  Mr.  Lowndes. 
The  house  I  was  in  was  about  one  hundred  yards  from  the  fire. 
Monday,  Willie  and  I  went  over  to  see  if  we  could  find  any- 
thing. Willie  found  a  pistol  and  something  like  a  tea-spoon. — 
Cross-cxammation.  ft  was  between  seven  and  eight  o'clock 
when  1  saw  Mr.  Goss  standing  otit  of  doors.  When  he  went  in 
I  heard  liim  lock  the  door.  Tlicrc  was  one  other  (!oor  in  that 
house  that  opens  out  of  doors:  it  was  in  the  back  end  tif  the 
house. — Rc-direcl.  Tlie  otJicr  door  was  closed  by  being  prop- 
ped. It  was  not  nailed.  Tliey  once  naile<l  it,  T  believe,  but  it 
broke  down  and  ihcy  had  it  propped. — Re-cross  examination. 
It  was  propped  by  logs  against  it 

Mrs.  Sarah  Ardcn. — T  am  the  mother  of  Mrs.  Goss.  I  was  st 
home  at  the  time  the  charrrd  remains  of  Mr.  Goss  were  brought 
to  my  house.  As  far  as  recognition  c^cp.  t  recopni^cd  them 
as  his  remains,  but  could  not  tell  a  great  deal  about  it.  only 
from  the  form  of  the  head,  and  on  account  of  tlic  very  targe 
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neck,  and  the  form  of  ihe  sliuuldcrs,  I  have  never  seen  Mr. 
Goss  nor  heard  from  liini  (roiii  tlial  time  to  tills.  The  sheet 
upon  the  body  wa:t  luucli  i^taineJ  by  bluud  and  the  black  cin- 
ders. I  never  saw  a  scar  upon  Mr.  (juss's  furtlwad. — Cross- 
examinaliotu  It  was  impossible  to  recognize  tlie  body  in  the 
condition  it  then  ivas,  Mr.  Gots  did  not  have  good  Ufth.  [?]  I 
never  noticed  his  teeth.  Mr.  Goss  wore  a  nuistachc,  so  tliat 
you  could  not  see  his  teeth.  I  know  tliat  he  had  not  good 
teeth,  because  I  heard  him  complain  of  his  teeth. 

Mrs.  Elizabfth  MiiUr. — I  live  in  Penn  townsliip.  on  the  road 
from  Jcnnen'ille  to  Penn  Station.  Mrs.  Jane  Udderzook  was 
at  my  house  durinff  the  early  part  of  last  July.  Her  son, 
William  E.  Udderzook,  the  prisoner,  came  there  to  see  her  in 
the  evening  uf  the  first  day  of  July.  He  stayed  there  while  we 
were  at  supjKT  and  talked  awhile,  and  took  his  sii]}{)er  there 
After  supper  he  went  away.  I  next  saw  him  about  nine 
o'clock  in  the  niuming  of  the  2d  of  July.  He  came  in  with  his 
coat  on  his  ann,  and  I  look  him  into  the  sittin^-rciom.  He 
went  out  on  the  porch  after  that.  He  was  there  about  half  an 
hour.  I  did  not  hear  any  conversation  between  him  and  liis 
mother.  They  went  upstairs  to  change  his  shirt.  I  do  not 
think  he  came  down  again  until  dinner  was  ready.  He  had  no 
shirt  of  his  nwn  to  change  with,  and  borrowed  one  of  Mr.  Mil- 
ler's, r  did  not  notice  anything  about  the  condition  of  his 
clothing  when  he  sat  on  the  porch.  I  saw  him  in  his  shirt- 
sleeves, without  cither  coat  or  vest  on.  I  noticed  nothing  un- 
usual about  his  shirt  or  about  his  pantaloons,  except  they  were 
very  dusty. — Cross-examitiatum.  He  came  to  the  house,  on  the 
evening  of  July  isl,  in  a  wagon  of  some  kind.  He  came  on 
foot  the  next  morning.  He  went  away  that  evening  down  to 
Penn  Station,  and  came  hack  again.  I  did  not  sec  him  when 
he  came  back.  He  and  his  mother  went  upstairs  soon  after  he 
came  in  tliat  morning.  I  did  not  see  him  do\\7i'Stairs  again 
until  dinner-time.  He  went  upstairs  af;aiti  after  dinner,  and 
came  doxv-n  to  supper.  T  did  not  *ee  him  between  dinner-time 
and  supper. 

Mrs.  Jeifcris,  recalled  and  examined  by  Mr.  McVpagh. — I 
saw  Mr.  tMderzook  on  the  morning  after  he  left  our  place.  Tt 
was  near  nine  o'clock.    He  was  passing  my  house.    It  was  Ihe 
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2d  of  July.  I  did  not  notice  anything  particularly.  He  liad 
his  coat  hanging  across  his  shoulders.  He  passed  through  Jen- 
nerville,  towards  i'enn  Station.  I  did  not  notice  any  cliange 
from  the  clothing  he  had  when  at  our  house  the  day  before. 
Mrs.  Sarah  KcmbU. — I  was  at  Mrs.  Mullin"s,  in  Delaware 
county,  in  June,  187a.  I  saw  several  stiangerB  there.  I  cannot 
tell  the  names  of  any  but  the  one — Wilson.  1  saw  a  man  there 
who  was  called  Wilson.  I  was  there  from  dinner  time  until 
evening.  We  were  in  the  same  room,  and  I  again  saw  him 
sitting  on  the  porch,  where  I  saw  him  from  an  open  window. 
I  saw  him  at  another  visit  1  met  hini  there  twice.  That  was 
in  November,  I  believe.  It  was  in  chestnut  time.  We  were 
there  until  the  next  day,  after  dinner.  (The  photograph  here- 
tofore introduced  in  evidence  by  the  Conmion wealth,  repre- 
senting one  person  standing  and  another  sitting,  was  handed  to 
witness.]  I  cannot  recognize  either  of  these  men.  I  do  not  see 
a  resemblance  to  anybody  1  have  ever  seen. — Cross-^examina- 
tion.  I  am  a  sister  of  William  E.  Udderzook,  the  prisoner. 
Mother  and  Mrs.  MuIIin  were  old  ac(|uaintance$,  and  mother 
desired  me  and  my  children  to  go  with  her  and  see  Mrs.  Midlin. 
I  was  never  there  before.  I  Ixave  been  since  this  matter  oc- 
curred.—Question.  Did  Mr.  Wilson  say  in  your  presence  that 
he  knew  William  E.  Udderzook? — Mr.  Mcl-'eagh.  One  mo- 
ment. Wliether  he  did  or  did  not  know,  I  object  to  the  ques- 
tion, because  it  certainly  is  not  evidence.  In  the  first  place,  it 
is  not  cross-examination,  and  in  the  ne.xt  place  it  is  not  evidence 
as  to  the  fact;  we  therefore  object. — Thi  Court.  The  question 
may  be  asked.  [Exception  noted.]  In  answer  to  the  question 
witness  said:  I  cannot  say  that  he  did. — The  Court.  Have  you 
any  recollection? — H-'i'ftifw.  I  cannot  recollect  his  saying  any- 
thing particularly.  I  do  not  remember  the  conversation.  The 
conversation  was  all  directed  to  my  mother,  and  I  did  not  have 
a  conversation  with  him  exactly  to  myself.  T  cannot  say  tliat 
he  narrated  any  conversation  about  William,  and  I  cannot  say 
that  he  did  not.  I  cannot  say,  because  I  do  not  exactly  know — 
that  is  the  reason. — Witness  further  testifietl:  1  have  been  pres- 
ent in  court  dnring  this  trial  this  day  week. — Question.  And  you 
never  saw  either  of  the  gentlemen  In  this  picture? — JVUness. 
Oh !  I  was  told  who  the  one  sitting  down  was.    He  was  pointed 
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out  to  me  here  I  would  not  Iiavc  thought  only  as  he  was 
pointed  out  to  me. — Qwslion.  Describe  this  man  Wilson  to 
the  jury,  if  you  saw  him  sufficiently  to  do  so. — H^Uncss.  He 
was  not  a  very  tall  nian,  nor  was  he  remarkably  short,  but  ht 
was  a  fleshy  man.  He  had  dark  hair,  dark  eyes,  !in«l  no  heard. 
He  was  a  smooth-faced  man.  J  cannot  think  of  anyihing  else 
that  I  noticed.  Mr.  Wilson's  conversation  was  with  my 
mother;  they  were  talking  about  half  an  hour. 

Dr.  Jacob  Prkc. — On  the  4th  day  of  last  August  I  made  an 
examination  nf  William  E.  Udderzook,  at  the  instance  of  the 
District  Attorney,  with  a  view  of  finding  any  marks  of  a  stnig- 
glc  upon  his  person.  It  was  a  thorough  examination  of  his 
whole  person.  Wc  found  no  marks — no  recent  marks  of  any 
kind. — To  Mr.  Hayes.  This  was  more  than  a  month  after  the 
alleged  murder. 

A  few  witnesses  were  now  examined  with  a  view  to  impeach 
the  characlcr  of  Samuel  Rhoadcs  for  truth  and  veracity. — 
Robert  A.  Young  lived  about  four  and  a  half  miles  from 
Rhoadcs;  had  known  him  about  three  years,  and  testified  that 
the  character  Rhoades  bore  in  the  neighborhood  "  is  not  so 
goad."  On  cross-examination  he  said  he  had  not  heard  his 
character  for  truth-telling  the  subject  of  remark. — John  Tinwi- 
setid  had  known  Rhoades  about  a  year;  had  heard  his  character 
for  truth  was  not  very  good.  On  cross-examination  he  said 
he  had  not  heard  any  question  of  Rhoadcs's  character,  that  he 
cuuld  recollect  of,  prior  to  I^hoadcs's  testimony  in  this  case 
having  been  pubhshed. — The  Court  said:  "  Information  based 
upon  that  is  not  evidence.'" — Samuel  Mayers  had  known 
Rhoades  about  a  year  and  a  Iialf.  In  answer  to  the  question 
whetlier  he  knew  of  Rhoades's  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity 
in  tlie  community,  witness  said  that  he  did  not  know  it  to  be 
very  bad.  He  had  never  heard  a  great  deal.  He  never  heard 
any  reports  upon  tlic  subject  before  this  case. — RUtcnhousf 
Mayers  lived  about  one  and  a  lialf  miles  from  Jcnncrville. 
Rhoadics's  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity  was  not  so  good. 
He  had  never  heard  it  questioned  before  this  case  occurred. — 
Hanvy  Jordan.  I  live  a  quarter  of  a  mile  north  of  Penning- 
tonvillo ;  have  lived  there  ten  years.  I  was  past  Baer's  Woods 
the  2d  day  of  July,  between  the  hours  of  eleven  and  twelve 


811 


HOMICIDE. 


o'clock.  I  saw  a  horse  liitdied  to  th«  fence.  I  saw  a  man 
some  fifteen  or  twenty  feet  off,  toiniinj  dirougli  llie  woods  to 
the  road,  towards  Uie  horse  and  wagon.  He  was  getting  over 
the  fence  just  as  1  was  opposite  tlie  hind  end  oE  his  wagon. 
He  was  just  opposite  where  the  body  was  afterwards  found — ■ 
between  tlie  road  and  wlicre  (he  bod>'  was  found.  He  had  an 
open  wagon,  what  we  call  a  mill-wagon.  I  do  not  know  who 
tlie  man  was.  I  never  saw  him  before  nor  since. — Cross-exami- 
niition.  It  was  an  open,  small  wagon,  I  noticed  nothing  in  it 
There  was  nothing  particular  about  the  man  to  notice  at  the 
time.  I  lived  witliin  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of  that  place  one 
year,  and  I  have  frequently  gone  there,  ami  frequently  have 
seen  people  hitch  their  horses  to  tJie  fence  there  and  go  into 
the  woods  for  a  short  time  and  come  out  again.  TTiere  was 
nothing  remarkable  about  it  any  way. 

Joseph  Harper. — I  live  in  Cochransville.  I  came  past  Baer's 
Woods  on  the  night  of  July  isl,  between  ten  and  eleven  o'clock, 
as  nearly  as  1  can  tell.  I  was  riding  in  a  small,  open  wagon.  I 
did  not  see  anybody  as  I  went  past  the  woods.  I  saw  nothing 
to  attract  my  attention.  I  saw  no  fire.  I  sa^v  no  horse  and 
wagon  hitched  there.  I  heard  no  sounds  of  any  kind — no 
voices.  I  cannot  tell  exactly  the  time,  but  it  was  from  ten  to 
twelve  o'clock. — Cross-txaminaliDn.  I  was  on  my  way  home 
from  Penningtonville.  i  liad  been  to  a  store  there.  It  was 
half-past  nine  when  I  left  the  store.  On  my  return  I  stopped 
at  Mr.  Harvey's,  and  stayed  there  a  couple  of  hours.  I  suppose 
I  heard  the  clock  there  strike  ten  or  eleven.  1  know  it  did  not 
strike  twelve.  I  heard  a  wagon  drive  past  on  a  trot  when  I 
left  the  house.  This  house  was  about  a  mile  from  Baer's 
Woods.    It  may  have  been  after  eleven  o'clock  then. 

A  little  evidence  was  now  offered  in  support  of  the  good 
character  of  the  prisoner. 

Andrew  Shcllady  knew  Udderzook  twenty-three  years  ago, 
when  he  came  into  the  neighborhood  where  the  witness  lived. 
The  prisoner  was  then  about  sixteen  years  of  age.  He  remained 
there  six  or  seven  years  and  then  went  to  Baltimore.  While  he 
livc<I  in  the  neighborhood  of  the  witness,  the  character  of 
Uddcrzook  ivas  pood,  for  anything;  the  witnes"*  ever  knew  or 
heard  of  him.    Since  that  time  the  witness  had  known  notliinf 
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about  it  For  the  last  ten  years  wtlne&s  knew  noiliing  of  his 
cliaracier. — Dm'id  Mullin  knew  UdderzooV  as  a  boy,  and  had 
knottii  him  since.  His  cliaracter  was  good  while  he  lived  in 
the  baiily  of  witness.  He  was  a  good  hoy  what  time  he  was 
there.  Within  two  or  lliree  years  witness  did  not  know  any- 
thing about  him.  On  cross-examination  witness  said  he  couM 
not  ^>cak  of  Udderzook's  character  since  he  was  about  twenty- 
one. — Jffhn  IV.  BiitU-r  had  known  Udderwjok  since  about  1867, 
when  he  came  to  work  for  him.  All  tlie  time  Uddcrzuok 
worked  for  witness  he  was  very  industrious  and  of  good  char- 
acter. Witness  had  heard  him  spoken  of,  and  liad  always 
hcanl  he  hail  a  good  character. 
Mr.  Pardue,  addressing  the  0>urt,  saiti: 

We  are  in  thr  unfortunate  position  of  not  having  our  witnesses 
[tori  Baltimore  tliat  wc  expected.  Wc  will  oflcr  in  evidence  the  pic- 
turet  ol  Ihe  rctnains  thai  were  taken  at  Prnninftonville ;  also  1  picture 
ol  Mr.  W.  S.  Got*,  taken  some  six  years  zgo. 

The  defense  here  closed. 

The  Commonwealth,  in  rebuttal,  called  several  u-itnesses  in 
support  of  (lie  tharacter  of  Rlioades  for  truth  and  veracity. 

Dr.  Bailey  lived  within  a  mile  of  Rhoades  since  ]866,  and 
had  never  heard  it  questioned. — Robert  ti.  Brown  had  known 
him  at  least  ten  years,  and  had  never  heard  his  character  or 
reputation  for  tnitii-tdling  talked  of. — Dr.  J.  J.  Gibson  had 
knon-n  him  since  1861,  and  testified  that  his  reputation  was 
good:  never  heard  it  questioned. — Hugh  Hombo,  Esq.,  had 
never  heard  it  questioned.  He  had  known  Rhoades  fifteen 
years. — John  K.  Malone  had  known  Rhoades  fifteen  years,  and 
knew  his  reputation  for  truth  and  veracity  to  be  good.  Had 
never  heard  his  word  doubled. — Thos.  Martin  had  known 
Rhoades  ten  years  at  least,  and  never  heard  it  questioned.— 
CharlfS  Reese  had  kn«>wn  Rhnades  over  twenty  years,  and  never 
heard  his  reputation  for  truth-telling  questioned. — Samuel 
Shamtcn  had  known  Rhoades  twenty-five  years,  and  never 
heard  anybody  doubt  his  word.     Never  knew  it  questioned. 

Evidence  closed. 

Mr,  Perdue  opened  tlie  argument  of  tlic  prisoner's  case,  in 
a  lenglhj-  ?;peetfh  to  the  jury,  from  which  we  shall  be  able  to 
make  but  a  few  brief  extracts. 
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May  it  pheuf  tk*  Court  latd  Gntllrmen  of  the  Jury — I  had  hoped 
that  the  Coniinonwc&hh  might  open  this  case,  and  tell  their  theorieA 
and  iiivc  their  proofs  and  poinis.  They  have  waived  their  rizht,  and 
the  duty  (alU  on  rae.  It  i«  a  grave  one,  and  I  recognize  iU  reiponst- 
bilitics.  I  shall  go  over  the  tcstimon]'  as  briefly  as  the  circumstance} 
will  allow.     1   don't  know  that  I  need  go  over  it  minuteEy. 


The  first  Testimony  oflered  hat  shown  you  an  accurate  plan  of 
Pcnningtonville  and  the  vicinity,  on  which  was  found,  on  July  lllh 
last,  the  body  of  an  unknown  man. 

Wc  will  consider  ihc  tertimony  of  thote  who  lir;t  saw  it.  Gainer 
P.  Moore  comes  upon  the  stand,  nil  you  have  seen,  eager  to  testify, 
and  with  a  show  of  importance  that  on  him  rests  the  burden  of  this 
caac. 

People  see  these  buztards  every  d»y.  withciui  ihinkitig  of  anything 
remarkable  Do  Ihc  prosecution  believe  that  it  is  one  of  the  falali- 
tici  of  the  case  timt  when  he  saw  ihcm  he  went  over  into  the  woo<t9? 
I  do  not  ask  you  to  throw  suspicion  on  any  man,  or  to  «y  tliat  any 
one  has  committed  murder:  but  I  call  your  attention  to  the  remark- 
able evidence  fif  Moore,  the  confidant  of  Rhoades.  who  passed  a 
number  of  houws  and  went  to  hunt  Rhoades,  who  came  back  with 
him  to  where  this  festered  body  lay. 

They  only  stayed  there  half  a  minute,  raised  it  up  and  looked  at 
the  [ace.  Then  ihcy  dropped  it  down  and  rushed  to  the  road.  They 
say  they  heard  a  wagon  passing.  Men  are  not  so  easily  disturbed 
under  such  circumetanccs.  When  Gsiner  Moore  got  to  the  road  he 
toimd  that  Rhoades  was  close  to  his  heels.  They  did  not  go  hack 
(or  another  look,  but  started    for  the  Coroner, 

This  hotly  had  been  lying  ten  or  twelve  days  in  this  grave,  The 
birds  had  torn  what  little  dirt  there  was  on  the  body  off  it.  the  inside 
portions  were  gone  and  decayed,  a  li(|uid  mats  tilled  that  skin;  but 
they  raised  it  hi  midsummer,  on  a  broiling  July  day;  but.  says  Moore, 
the  (ace  was  white,  like  a  dead  man's,  with  the  pallor  of  death  on  its 
features,  and  that  any  one  could  have  recognized  those  pale,  deathly 
features.  I  don't  say  it  is  not  so.  I  leave  it  in  your  hands:  it  is 
yours  to  weigh,  mine  to  present.  This  was  the  first  testimony  hurled 
into  the  jury-tiax. 

1  will  divert  to  consider  the  testimony  of  Rhoadcs  as  far  as  this 
matter  is  concerned.  The  first  time  he  put  the  shovel  down,  he 
brought  up  the  shirt — a  wonderful  coinddencet  He  does  not  say 
the  (ace  was  white;  it  was  cnouRh  for  one  witness  to  prove  this  fact. 
The  Commonwealth  did  not  need  his  testimony  on  this;  they  let  that 
fact  go.  He  didn't  say  it  was  to  be  recogniced — he  waj  not  licre  to 
make  out  that  pari  of  the  case.  Then  Esquire  Rambo  was  called. 
He  is  the  judicial  officer  who  has  been  trying  this  ease  for  the  last 
three  months     Hr  lays  the  briKid  foundation  of  the  case. 

I  have  not  a  word  to  say  against  Mr.  Rambo;  1  have  known  him 
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for  yean.  I  do  not  doubt  lie  has  bclierrd  all  lh«  time  wbai  h«  t«Mi- 
fied  But  you  must  rrnicmt>cr  the  terrible  excitement  io  PciitiinKtur.- 
vllle  when  this  body  was  found;  they  w«Te  not  nsed  to  tuch  excite- 
tncni;  the  whole  town  rushed  down  to  the  smvc  and  »ut  on  the 
coroner's  jury,  and  litten«d  with  brcatlikc&s  interest  (o  hear  all  the 
wilne»cs. 

Recollect  they  arc  Imninn — creatures  oE  circiimstancn.  their  mindfl 
to  be  swayed  by  prejudices  utd  feelings.  The  testimony  of  thoie 
who  havr  taken  an  active  part  in  gelling  t^iilence  muM  be  warped  in 
jtidgtrent  and  exagijcraled  in  slatcmcnL  This  is  human  nature;  wc 
all  do  it  This  wn»  (our  montha  since,  and  all  the  circumstances  have 
been  talked  over  among  ihcm-  I  say  it  is  not  unnatural  that  Die 
iudgment  of  these  f>oo[>le  h  not  at  »afe  at  that  of  those  not  close  to 
ihc  circumstances   surrounding  the  case. 

There  was  a  man  insured  iti  Baltimore,  in  four  companies,  to  the 
amount  of  $.2;,ooa  On  February  2.  1872,  this  man  was  burned  in  his 
shop  on  the  York  Ro.id.  Of  course  hit  family  made  application  to 
ihe  companies  F»r  the  insurance.  The  preliminary  proof  vtas  made 
by  disinterested  persons.  They  refused  to  pay  the  money.  Suit  was 
brouicht.  and  a  verdict  was  obtained  by  Mrs.  Goss.  Immediately 
iheie  was  a  motion  made  by  these  companies  for  a  new  trial.  While 
this  motion  was  pcndinK.  this  murdered  body  was  found  in  Baer's 
Woods.  Then  the  creatures  of  these  insurance  companies  came  up 
to  see  about  it 

The  insurance  companies  know  that  Udderzook  is  a  very  important 
witness  in  this  trial,  in  which  there  is  ^ij.ooo  al  slake.  They  have  n 
very  strong  interest  in  this  trial.  You  nl1  know  hnw  such  »n  interest 
will  prejudice  men.  If  Udderzook  should  die,  they  will  win  their 
case:  acquit  Uddcriook,  and  he  goes  to  Baltimore  to  testify  HKainst 
these  corporations.  Tlieir  case  wotild  then  be  lost.  Therefore  they 
want  a  new  trial  with  Uddcnook's  part  left  otit.  They  then  have  out 
o(  the  way  ao  important  witness. 

David  R.  Mullin  tells  us  that  a  man  came  to  his  house,  June  2X, 
1872,  The  man  gave  the  name  o(  A.  C.  Wilson.  He  came  on  a 
Salarday.  and  went  to  Philadelphia  and  came  back  with  a  bag.  He 
described  him  as  having  a  smooth,  round  face.  He  let  his  whiskers 
grow.     He  idcnlificB  the  picture,    Sayt  it  Iflnts  like  fiim .' 

Two  men  often  look  alike,  don't  they?  Wc  often  speak  to  people, 
mistaking  them  for  somebody  eNe.  This  picture  was  shown  him 
with  Mr.  Langtcy  scratched  out.  Wiicn  Ihe  picture  was  shown,  the 
lower  part  of  the  face  was  covered  up,  and  then  the  question  was 
asked  whether  rt<r  diiin't  recognise  Goss!  Bnt  if  thlt  same  ihinK 
is  done  to  Langlcy's  picture,  it  looks  as  much  like  the  picture  oi 
Goss  as  two  pears. 
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Mr.  Mullin  telts  j-ou  thai  he  got  a  letter  from  Uddenook  some  six 
or  eight  months  Ijeforc  ihc  fire.  Udderiook  was  raised  with  Mr. 
Mullin,  aiiJ  ii  he  should  know  any  one  who  wanted  board  in  the 
country,  wii&  it  nut  naiunil  that  he  should  think  of  MulHii  the  first 
one.  Six  monihsi  alter  this,  u  nun.  wliu  said  he  was  from 
Bolttmore,  came  iherc  to  board;  what  cunnccUon  is  there  between 
this  man  and  Goss?  They  have  been  trying  lo  iniprc«M  you  that 
Udderzook  w»i  trying  to  nuke  arr&ngemcnu  for  Goss  to  go  into 
relircmcnl.  But  there  was  nothing  rciiiiirk»hle  in  Udderrook's  send- 
ing this  man  there.  Flc  knew  they  took  boarders,  ajid  vraj  anxious 
lo  du  them  a  service. 

Mrs.  Toombcs  toils  all  she  knows  about  this  man,  and  a  little 
more.  She  is  fib.<.n1ulely  rrrlain  that  jhe  knew  ht^  habits,  hit  clothing, 
his  valise:  where  he  got  his  liquor,  how  often  he  drank,  and  how 
often  he  was  drinking:  what  paper  he  read,  his  associates,  when  and 
how  often  and  lo  what  degree  he  wat  intoxicated. 

She  saw  him  address  one  letter  to  Miss  Eliza  Ardtn  She  prob- 
ably thiiiti;ht  she  vra;  telling  us  that  he  wrote  a  letter  to  his  wife,  as 
she  may  have  gathered  the  impression  that  that  was  the  family  name 
of  hit  wile;  but  it  happens  that  the  bmily  name  oi  Mrs.  Goss  was 
Stewart-  I  much  Icar  this  good  woman,  in  her  desire  lo  further  th« 
catisc  of  justice,  has  "overstepped  Ihc  mark." 

Mr.  Toombes.  who  had  never  read  the  papers,  didn't  care  whether 
Wilson  was  dead  or  alive.  He  saw  Udderzook  come,  and  heard 
Wilson  call  him  Doctor,  or  something,  He  remembers  that  morning 
of  the  tiih  of  May  perfectly,  just  as  well  as  he  reinenibers  the  fea- 
%wn  of  Udderzook — ^jiist  as  well  and  not  n  bit  bcllcr.  Mrs.  Toombes 
would  seem  to  have  lately  given  up  thit<  adinirahle  boa rdin^ -house, 
and  I  have  no  donbt  it  was  a  goud  one.  It  may  have  been  because 
of  this  excitement  and  her  extended  field  of  u.%cfuini:s».  Then  they 
all  talked  about  this  ptciurc.  which  had  been  sent  them;  and 
O'Donnell  had  a  picture,  and  Mrs.  Toonibcs  had  a  picture,  and  they 
would  all  look  at  ihem  jtnd  tiilk  about  them — tlicsc  pictures  with 
Langlcy  crossed  off,  that  the  witnesses  might  not  mistake  his  picture 
(or  Wilson.  Then  comes  the  witness  Reeve.  It  is  perfectly  delightful 
lo  find  such  memories  a-i  these  Newark  witnesses  have.  We  hare  no 
such  minds  Here.  Then  Rdward  Sutton  testified.  He  recollected  the 
viilisc  ;ind  rrcojiniiicd  the  ring  He  was  a.  jeweller  and  had  exam- 
ined it  CHrcfnIly.  He  thought  the  ring  had  been  bent  since  Wilson 
had  it.  and  you  will  remember  Engcl  testified  Goss's  ring  was  bent 
when  he  had  it  in  Ballimore. 


The  witness  Williams  nexl  nimc;  he  was  also  from  Christopher 
Street  He  bade  Wilson  good-by  when  he  left  Newark,  and  says  he 
had  no  baggage  with  him.    Here  again  the  Commonwealth's  witnesses 
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do  not  agree  and  thejr  should  m^ike  them  consistenL  This  witness, 
a  jcwcilci,  wAi  a  TGiiurkal>k  Riaii;  he  was  able  tu  give  the  natnmulily 
of  rings,  and  could  tell  the  naliun  t)i  the  men  who  made  them;  be 
eren  knew  the  rcbtiic  influence  a  residence  here  would  produce  on 
the  wurkinaiixhiit — 1  mtisi  remark  the  breadth  and  extent  ol  his  mind. 

Mr.  Pvrduc  coininenlcil  similarly  ujiun  tht  manner  and  char- 
acter ol  nearly  all  the  wilncsses  produccil  by  the  Slate,  throwing 
doubt  upon  their  testimony  and  im[iressiiig^  upon  tlie  jury  the 
fact  That  the  prisoner  was  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  everything 
which  looked  doubtful.  His  entire  argument  occupied  nearly 
(our  hours.  The  Honorable  Wayne  McVeagh.  the  senior 
counsel  for  the  defense,  then  addressed  the  jury  in  an  eloquent 
and  fervent  appeal  in  behalf  of  the  prisoner.  Tlic  argument 
of  the  distinguished  counsel  was  directed  to  the  inherent  im- 
probabilities of  the  case,  and  he  made  the  most  of  all  that 
could  be  turned  in  any  way  tn  the  advantage  of  his  client.  He 
was  listened  to  with  marked  attention  by  the  jury,  the  Court, 
and  the  mass  of  s|>cciators  which  filled  every  available  place  in 
the  spadouB  court-room. 

District  Attorney  Abrani  Wanger  followed  with  the  closing 
argument  for  the  Commonwealth.  He  reviewed  the  formid- 
able array  of  e\-idcncc  which  had  been  produced  against  the 
prisoner,  and  pointed  out  the  consistency  of  the  tlicorics  of  the 
State  a&  based  upon  that  evidence. 

Upon  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Wanger's  argument,  Chief  Judge 
Butler  delivered  the  following  charge  to  the  jury: 

G*nllfmtn  of  the  /wrf^-Thc  prisoner  at  the  bar.  ai  you  haxe 
teamed,  is  charged  with  murder.  The  eaue  of  the  Cf>mmonwcahh 
rests  upon  whnt  is  known  as  ctrcumttaKtiaf  evidence.  And.  indeed, 
where  wilhit,  deliberate  murder,  contemplated  bcEorchand,  is  com- 
mitted, it  nrely  occurs  that  direct,  positive  evidence  respecting  it 
exists.  Perpclraied  as  it  usually  i.i  h>  lying  in  wail,  by  means  of 
poison,  or  by  falling  upon  the  victim  when  no  one  is  by,  the  only 
evidence  must,  commonly,  be  found  in  the  lirntms/anei-t  aftrmfirtg  it. 
And  this  character  o(  evidence  i«  ascertained  by  citpeTicncc  to  be 
little,  if  any.  less  salisraclorj-  than  that  which  is  known  as  direct  or 
positive.  Where  the  clrcumKtances  relied  upon  are  properly  estab- 
lished, and  the  inferences  arisinn  from  each  one.  and  from  all  of 
them  combined,  point  naturally  in  one  direction,  there  is  no  sreater 
danger  in  following  them  to  their  conclusion  than  attends  all  human 
ini-estiaalion  Tliat  we  wine  err  in  such  cases,  is  poMihlc;  but  so 
we  may  where  the  evidence  is  direct  or  positive;  the  circumstances 
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may,  possibly,  mislc&d,  but  so  may  the  ej'cs,  or  the  ears,  or  the  dis- 
honesty of  witncsBM. 

Now.  turning  t»  the  evidence,  w<  find  that  on  the  Itth  day  o( 
July  last.  1873.  Gainer  P.  Moore  passed  Bacr's  Woods,  on  his  way 
to  Cochransvillc;  )ic  observed  buzianU  there  in  Urge  numbers,  and 
a  very  offensive  odor,  When  rciurnintf  home  he  cmercO  the  woods 
to  ascen&in  the  cause  of  what  he  Had  observed;  and  at  the  distance 
of  about  sixty-five  feet  from  the  turnpike  he  discovered  (in  hit  own 
IsnguaKe)  "soiiicthitig  niystciiously  hidden,"  a  small  pari  of  which 
was  uneovered  Cdoubtlcss  by  the  birds),  the  balance  concealed  by 
ncaiu  of  leaves  and  a  ihin  coverinK  of  cattli,  and  with  the  dead 
Itmbs  of  trees  placed  lenKthwise  over  it  Obtaining  the  aid  of  Mr. 
Rhgades,  who  lives  some  di«lance  away,  he  returned  to  the  place  with 
a  shovel.  Upon  the  earth  bcio);  raised  up  at  the  left  side  of  the  body, 
&  bloody  ;hirl  was  uncovered.  Next  the  head  was  raised,  and  the 
body  ascertained  to  be  tliat  oE  a  man.  At  this  time,  the  witncaa  says, 
the  face  was  quile  white  and  natural,  and  he  believes  he  coutd  have 
recoiCnixed  it  had  he  been  acquainted  with  tho  individual  in  life.  It 
was  now  about  half-past  five  o'clock  in  the  evening.  They  left  (he 
grave  in  the  condition  described,  and  (after  attempting  to  procure 
tile  aid  of  a  man  who  drove  by  on  ^hc  lurnpikc)  went  to  Penning- 
tonville,  and  notified  the  Deputy  Coroner.  Mr.  Ranibo.  This  gen- 
tleman, with  scleral  others,  started  for  tht  place,  and  reached  it.  as 
they  have  said,  about  seven  o'clock,  bcinn  a  little  before  sunset.  Mr. 
Moore  also  again  returned  soon  after.  The  color  of  the  akin  had 
now  changed,  .ind  was  quite  dark — an  you  heard  it  described.  The 
Deputy  Coroner  had  the  covering  removed  from  the  olhcr  parts  of 
the  body,  and  it  was  llien  seen  that  the  tegs  and  arms  were  off. 
That  pari  of  the  abdomen  which  was  exposed  when  Mr.  Moore  first 
entered  the  woods  was  open,  the  entrails  had  disappeared,  a  mass  of 
setniliquid  corruption  occupying  their  pbice.  In  another  part  of 
the  woods,  about  sixty-five  feet  distant,  the  arms  and  legs  were 
found,  also  under  a  slight  covering  of  earth  and  leaves.  The  body, 
with  the  hmbs,  was  removed  to  ihc  turnpike,  placed  in  a  box,  and 
then  taken  to  Cochransvillc.  At  the  grave  tn  the  woods,  and  at 
Cocliransvtl ie.  it  was  examined  by  Dr.  Bailey  (more  critically  at  the 
latter  place),  and  he  has  described  to  you  the  marks  he  found  upon 
it  He  says  there  was  one  opening  in  Ihc  side,  between  the  third 
and  fourth  ribs,  another,  he  thinks,  between  the  fifth  and  sixth  fibs, 
«nd  anotlicr  bctwxcn  the  eighth  and  ninth,  and  (hat  these  openings 
were  on  a  line;  that  he  found  another  between  the  sixth  and  seventh 
ribs  (farther  towards  the  back),  and  another  at  the  lower  part  of 
the  breasC-bonc,  How  these  openings  or  holes  were  made,  the  wit- 
ness is  unable  to  form  any  judgment,  inasmuch  as  decomposition  had 
probably  changed  their  form  when  he  saw  them.  He  also  found  a 
small  cut  on  the  left  side  of  the  neck,  about  an  inch  above  the  collar- 
bone, not  penetrating  deeper  than  the  *kin;  another  incised  or  cutting 
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wound  commencing  on  the  led  side  of  the  neck,  under  the  car  and 
on  a  line  with  it,  running  across  the  windpipe,  opcniiig  il  in  two 
places.  Also  a  sin&ll  inciacd  wound  acrou  ihc  depression  ot  the 
lower  lip,  not  through  the  skin;  and  another  wound  across  the  bridge 
ol  the  tiost,  hrcakinti  Oic  honca  and  dcpTctising  them,  apparently  made 
with  a  blum  instrument  of  about  the  thickness  of  a  spade,  lie  also 
found  that  the  front  teeth,  four  above  and  four  below,  had  been 
driven  back  into  the  mouth — ^two  »till  adhering  to  the  gum,  and  two 
lying  loose  upon  the  tongue. 

I>r.  Howard  tcsti&cd  that  he  nude  an  examination  on  tlic  l8th  of 
July;  refers  to  the  wounds  on  the  noec  and  the  moiiih.  and  says 
the  blows  by  which  they  w-cre  inflicted  muit  necessarily  have  becQ 
very  severe. 

Now.  were  these  remains  those  of  one  who  had  lost  his  life  tqr 
violence? 

The  unusual  place  and  unusual  manner  of  interment:  the  mutila- 
tion by  severance  of  the  limbs,  so  as  to  prevent  idrntiticaliun.  and 
their  separate  concealment;  the  marki  upon  the  body,  and  inaiiifcst 
evidence  of  violence  about  the  neck.  nose,  and  mouth;  the  bloody 
thin  found  in  the  grave — all  hear  with  great  weight  upon  this  quet- 
lion.  H  you  find  tliat  a  murder  or  homicide  of  any  grade  was  com- 
mitted, you  would  next  pass  to  Ihc  question:  Who  was  the  man  so 
killed?  The  Commonwealth  allegct  that  it  was  WinJielJ  Scoti  Oess. 
Was  it? 

Winlield  Scott  Goss  resided  in  the  city  of  Baltimore  and  its  near 
vicinity  in  the  year  tS^i  and  the  early  part  of  '73.  He  was  a  brother- 
in-law  of  the  prisoner.  Mr.  Birnilz,  who  knew  him  intimately,  hav- 
ing been  employed  in  the  same  establishment  with  him  for  some 
years,  describes  him  as  alioitt  five  feet  eight  to  nine  inches  in  height, 
well-buili.  with  an  exceedingly  prominent  bust,  very  erect,  with 
ahoulderi  thrown  far  back,  his  form  tall,  and  in  every  way  well  devel- 
oped, with  dark  eyes,  a  straight  nose,  a  round,  full  face,  dark  brown 
hair,  II  little  mixed  with  gray,  a  prominent  forehead,  and  good  teeth. 
Other  witnesses  similarly  dcicrihe  him — Mr.  Carter  saying  that  his 
teeth  were  very  fine. 

He  had  procured  insurance  on  his  life  in  several  different  com- 
panies, to  a  large  amount — the  first  policy  bearing  date  the  2ut  day 
of  May,  1868,  and  the  last  the  lyM  day  of  Januitry,  187a.  On  the 
night  of  the  3d  of  February,  1873,  a  frame  shop,  in  which  it  is  said 
he  was  engaged  in  gilding  picture  frames,  and  experimenting  with 
a  substitute  for  india-rubber,  was  found  lo  be  on  fire.  Alter  it  was 
consumed,  or  nearly  so.  the  charred  and  blackened  remains  of  a  man 
were  discovered  in  the  cinders,  lying  near  the  chimney,  which  was 
about  the  centre  of  the  building,  Goss  was  no  more  seen  In  the 
neighborhood,  and  on  the  3ji]  day  of  ihc  same  month  in  which  (he 
fire  occurred,  his  wife  made  application  to  the  insurance  companies 
for  payment  of  the  sum  insured  on  his  life.     Payment  being  refused. 
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she  commencri]  suits  against  them,  the  prisoner  appearinir  as  a  wit- 
aesi  tn  her  bchalC,  Were  the  remains  iound  in  ih«  tire  Uiote  of 
Go»f 

Tliat  Goii  went  to  the  biiitdiiiR  ^iinc  tunc  iluring  the  day  pre- 
cnling  the  firir,  is  clur.  Josciih  L(iu(lrii&l4gL-r  (the  cuniincnt.s  on 
whose  testimony  you  will  remember)  snys  he  saw  Guss,  tn  company 
with  the  piisoncr,  ttarl  un  the  afternoon  of  that  day,  from  the  city 
for  thix  buildini;;  that  they  took  with  Iheni  a  box  four  to  five  fe«t 
lontt,  at>oiit  fifteen  inchct  in  depth  and  width,  containing,  us  the 
prisoner  alleged,  machinery  Eur  Gos.t's  taboriiiory.  Louik  ^igel  tes- 
tified that  the  prisoner  and  Gottlieb  Enge\  came  to  his  father's  house 
(a  short  distance  from  the  shop)  after  dnrk,  sayinfc  the  lamti  at  the 
shop  had  ijtonc  out.  and  dcsirinK  another  to  lake  over;  thit  ihcy  did 
not  «tart  back  Immcdiaiely,  btit,  in  the  Innf^uage  nf  th«  wiinext, 
"stopped  about  the  house  aficr  the  lamp  was  ready;"  and  while  siill 
there,  the  prisoner,  who  went  tit  the  door  lo  empty  a  tumttlcr  or 
dipper,  from  which  he  had  been  drinking,  vaw  the  lire  and  gave  the 
alarm;  thni  he,  the  witness,  ihc  priioncr.  and  Goillieb,  ran  over — the 
prisoner  and  Gotllieb  falling  a  little  behind;  that  when  he  tvaehed 
the  shop,  it  wai  in  flaraci.  and  not  long  after  the  roof  and  upper  part 
fell  in;  that  he  saw  no  attempt  to  enter  the  IniildiuH  or  arrc«t  the 
fire;  that  he  heard  no  suggestion  (hat  any  one  might  be  inside,  until 
after  llie  building  w;is  burned  nearly  down,  when  the  prisoner  came 
and  requested  him  lo  go  to  Baltimore  and  inform  Goss's  family  of  the 
fire  and  that  Goss  was  niisiing.  Sarah  Moore,  ihc  colored  woman, 
called  by  the  defense,  testifies  that  she  was  living  at  the  time  of  the 
fire  about  one  hundr«d  yards  from  the  *hop;  that,  having  occasion 
to  go  to  her  door,  she  saw  Goss  outside  the  shop,  with  a  light  in  his 
hand,  that  il  was  dark  and  she  did  not  see  him  in  front,  but  observed 
his  side  face  as  he  passed  in,  and  heard  him  lock  the  dour;  that  she 
then  sat  down  lo  her  supper,  and  soon  after  finishing  it,  discovered 
the  shop  to  he  on  (ire. 

Mr.  Smith  tcslities  that  he  reached  the  fire  when  the  building  was 
all  in  flames;  that  he  heard  Mr.  Cator  coniplaming  to  the  prisoner 
t«T  not  giving  the  abrm  htfore  the  fire  had  gotten  so  far,  if  he  sup- 
posed anybody  lo  be  within  the  building,  asking  him  if  he  desired  to 
create  a  false  alarm  by  paying  Goss's  body  was  in  the  flames,  and 
that  the  prisoner  replied  he  was  unacquainted  with  anybody  about  the 
pbcc 

The  witness  says  he  then  went  nearer  the  (ire,  and  procuring  the 
assistance  of  Martin  Quinii,  found  a  body,  and  succeeded  in  dragging 
It  out  of  the  flames:  thai,  seeing  the  prisoner  again  in  the  crowd, 
he  asked  him  if  he  was  going  to  leave  the  corpse  there  like  tlwt  of 
a  di>g,  while  claiming  il  lo  be  the  remains  of  his  brother;  upon  which 
tic  prisoner  turned  his  back  and  made  a  noise  as  if  crying,  The 
corpse  was  then  placed  in  a  bnx,  and  taken  lo  Mr.  Lowndes's  stable, 
where  it  was  left  for  the  night.    The  next  morning,  this  witness  says, 
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he  went  to  the  scene  o(  the  Rre,  as  early  as  it  w&i  light  enough  to 
sec,  and  sought  itnong  the  ashes  (or  Goss's  watch  and  ring,  finding 
QOthing  but  a  melted  bottle,  part  ol  the  door-hinse,  and  a  icw  small 
bones.  Prom  the  body  the  hands  and  feel  were  off:  the  &Win  was 
burned  crisp  and  blackened,  and  idcntilteaiion  by  tiKAni  of  the  fea- 
tures and  expression  was  impossible.  Mrs.  Goss  testifies  tlut  the 
corpse  was  brought  home  in  the  evening  of  the  day  following  the 
fire:  that  she  identified  it  as  that  ol  her  husband.  She  says,  how- 
ever,  she  jndsed  only  by  (he  size  and  shape  ol  the  head,  the  neck, 
snd  body;  that  in  ihrse  respects  it  resembled  him,  This,  it  must  be 
observed,  (alls  short  of  ijcmification — which  can  only  result  from 
observing  some  peculiar  mark  by  which  Ihe  individual  luay  be 
known,  or  the  peculiar  expression  formed  by  the  features  of 
the  (ace.  Mr.  Arden,  the  step-father  of  Mrs.  Goss,  wlm  «w  the 
corpse,  also  testifies  lliat  he  observcil  the  same  resembtaticc  to  Goss 
in  the  head,  neck,  and  body.  Mrs.  Ardcn,  the  mother  of  Mrs.  Goss, 
says  the  body  could  not  l>c  rccoKnizcd  by  reason  ol  Its  condition,  but 
that  Ihe  ihape  of  the  head  and  body  reiernhled  those  of  Goss.  Ur. 
Howaid  testifies  that  about  one  year  after  the  tire  he  made  a  careful 
pxaminaiion  of  this  body  anil  found  it  lo  he  that  of  n  man  about 
five  (eel  ci){ht  to  tell  inchci  in  hcighl,  with  full  chest,  and  shoulders 
thrown  back.  This  witness  further  says  that  upon  a  critical  examina- 
tion of  the  mouth,  he  found  that  one-half  the  teeth  had  been  lort, 
many  months,  at  least,  before  death — two  of  them  directly  in  front, 
one  being  from  the  upper  and  the  other  frora  the  lower  jaw.  This 
btlcr  statement  is  important  when  considered  in  connection  with  that 
ol  the  wiinesseti  who  have  described  Goss's  teelh  as  regular  and 
fine. 

On  the  day  prcccdiiiE  the  fire,  it  ts  testified  that  Go»x  drew  out  of 
bank  the  balance  standing  in  his  favor,  and  his  account  there  closed. 

Was  it  his  body  that  was  found  in  the  fire?  IE  the  intjuiry  stopped 
here,  it  might  be  unsafe  tu  conclude  ihit  it  was  nof.  But  the  inquiry 
docs  not  stop  here;  there  is  other  evidence  bearing  upon  this  cjucs- 
tion,  of  a  highly  important  character.  On  the  22d  day  of  June  fol- 
lowing the  fire,  and  while  the  suits  referred  to  were  pending,  a  man 
presented  himself  at  the  bouse  of  David  MulUn,  Coopcrsiown,  asking 
to  remain  as  a  boarder,  and  givinti  bis  name  as  A,  C.  Wilson.  Mr. 
Mullin  says  he  remained  until  the  l6th  day  of  the  next  November, 
when  he  left  (or  Alhcnsvillc,  ahowt  two  miles  distant.  Here  he 
remained  one  week,  and  then  leil.  appearing  at  Mrs.  Toombes's 
boarding-house,  in  Newark,  on  November  agih,  where  he  remained 
nearly  seven  months.  The  witnesses  who  saw  this  man  at  Coopers- 
town  and  in  Newark  describe  htm  as  stoutly  built,  five  feet  eight  to 
nine  inches  in  hcieht,  full-chcstcd,  shoulders  thrown  back,  with  dark 
brown  hair  a  little  mixed  with  gray,  good  teeth,  full,  broad  forehead, 
and  having,  when  in  Newark,  mustache  and  side  whiskers.  The  wit- 
nesses do  not  all  precisely  agree  in  describing  his  features,  but  unite 
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as  regards  his  general  appcsrancc.  and  in  sayins  thai  his  lace  was 
fine  Several  wilnessejt  also  state  that  he  had  a  habil  of  drmking  to 
excess.  1'hese  witnesses  further  testify  thai  he  carried  on  some  eor- 
respondcncc  with  Baltimore,  where  Go»s  had  resided — sending  Iclicrs 
and  packages,  and  receiving  others  in  return.  One  witness.  Michael 
Olrcy,  testifies  thai,  being  acquainted  in  Baltiinvrc,  he  conversed  with 
Wilson  about  mutual  acciuainiancca  residing  there.  It  is  clear  he 
kni-w  ihi;  prisoner,  for  he  received  a  visit  from  him  while  at  Newark. 
A  i>air  of  pantaloons,  which  several  witnesses  rccogniied  as  Wilson's 
— left  behind  when  quining  Newark — have  been  exhibited.  They  are 
darned  in  the  scat,  and  are  thus  identified.  Mrs,  Toombcs  says  she 
noticed  that  they  were  very  sliort  for  him.  I^uis  Eiigel  testified 
that  when  Cos*  boarded  in  his  father's  family,  near  Baltimore,  during 
the  summer  or  fall  preceding  the  fire,  he  had  such  a  pair  of  panta- 
loons as  those  exhibited:  ^ys  he,  the  witness,  assisted  Mrs.  Goss  to 
wash  them;  that  he  noticed  the  color,  the  cord  on  the  side  of  the 
leg,  and  also  observed  that  they  were  short  For  Goss  when  worn. 

It  is  further  shown  that  this  man  wore  a  large  bloodstone  ring, 
such,  in  general  appearance,  as  the  one  exhibited  here.  Some  of  the 
witnesses  testify  that  they  rfcogtii^t  this  as  the  same.  Engel  testi- 
fies that  Goss  had  a  similar  ring,  being  in  all  respects  like  this;  that 
he,  the  witness,  wore  it  »onietitncs.  and  that  he  believes  this  to  be 
the  same;  while  Mrs.  Gosa,  who  describes  her  husband's  ring  as  being 
oE  about  the  same  size  and  of  the  same  general  appearance  as  thiSr 
says  it  was.  according  to  her  recoUeetioH,  in  some  respects  different 
Whether  it  is  possible  for  any  of  the  witnesses  to  recognitc  the  ring 
fully,  so  as  lo  swear  to  its  idenlity,  is  (or  you  lo  determine.  It  would 
seem  10  the  Court  safer  lo  conclude  that  the  ring  worn  by  Goss  at 
EiiRcl's  and  Ihat  seen  on  the  man  known  as  Wilson,  were  alike  in 
size,  .iliape,  material  and  general  appearance.  A  frock-coat  is  pro- 
duced, which  M  rs.  Toombeii  identifies  as  a  coat  worn  by  Wilson, 
and  loft  behind  him  when  quitting  her  house.  On  tills  coat  being 
exhibiied  to  Mr.  Ifines.  a  tailor  residing  in  Baltimrtre.  he  testified 
that  he  made  one  in  all  respects  like  it,  being  of  precisely  the  same 
measure,  for  Gtisi.  That  while  he  cannot  describe  to  you  how  he 
recognizes  his  own  work  upon  this  coat,  he  tells  you  tlial  he  believes 
he  docs,  ]l  is  shown  by  several  witnesses  that  Goss,  while  in  Balti- 
more, had  in  his  possession  what  is  called  a  double  riitchei  screw- 
driver, very  peculiar  in  ils  construction,  and  claimed  to  Iw  his  own 
Invention.  U  is  further  shown  that  the  man  calling  himself  Wilson 
had  a  wooden  model  of  this  same  screw-driver,  which  he  claimed  to 
have  invented.  Louis  Engcl  testifies  that  when  Goss  boarded  at 
their  house,  near  Baltimore,  he  saw  him  and  Uddcrzook  a  good  deal 
together,  and  that  Goss  frequently  called  Udderiook  '•  Dortar." 
Several  ol  the  witnesses  who  saw  Uddcrzook  and  the  man  called 
Wilson  together  at  Newark,  testify  thai  Wilson  called  Udderzook 
"/Vr."  The  Rignilicance  of  the  last-mentioned  circumstance;!  cannot 
1>e  overlooked. 
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And  now.  following  this  evidence,  designed  lo  show  timilArity  Hi 
p«rson  and  apparel,  in  the  hnbit  of  Inlrmprtancc,  p'jsscssJun  o(  itie 
acrcw-drivcr,  and  in  the  apt>cll4tion  or  title  used  when  addicssinR 
Utldcnoolc,  the  Commonweahh  has  undertaken  to  prove  the  actual 
idcntily  oi  Coss  and  the  man  known  as  Wihon,  by  exhibiting  the 
photograph  of  Goss  to  the  witnesses  who  were  Eamiliar  with  Wilson, 
some  of  them  having  been  his  rooni-mate.i  in  the  bnarilinithousp. 
Were  it  possible  to  produce  Goss  him&cll  l>efore  these  witnesses,  as 
he  appeared  in  life,  they  would  lell  lis.  doubtless,  whether  he  is  the 
same  man  who  vtif  known  to  them  as  iiVson,  and  their  judgment 
would  be  the  htKhcst  and  best  source  of  information  on  this  sulijccL 
As  Goss  cannot  be  so  produced,  po&sibly  the  next  be^t  means  of 
jadging  of  hia  identity  with  WiUon  is'  «btainc:d  by  producing  liia 
photograph  (i(  it  be  a  perfect  one),  and  allowing  these  witnesses  who 
were  familiar  with  Wilson  to  base  their  judgment  on  it.  The  picture 
it  ol  course  a  much  less  satisfactory  means  of  judtcing  than  the  pres- 
ence of  the  individual  would  be.  because  it  shows  the  face  in  a  state 
of  repose,  not  very  frequently  observed  in  the  individual:  and,  showing 
It  on  a  much  smaller  scale,  the  expression  of  the  face  is  less  distinct. 
Still,  where  a  photograph  is  perfect,  it  shows  an  exact  likeness  to 
the  extent  presented,  and  can  Kcncrally  be  rccoRniicd  with  great 
case  by  thone  faniiluirly  acqu^iinted  wuh  the  individual.  The  photo- 
graph exhibited  here  is  shown  to  be  that  of  C«>is.  Some  of  the  wit- 
nesses who  knew  the  man  called  Wit&oii,  say  this  picture  huii  lik( 
Aim,  that  the  shape  of  the  forehead  and  (ace  is  like  his.  but  they 
d»  act  reeifgnut  the  picture  as  his.  Their  testimony  must  not  be 
ovcre.'iti  mated.  It  kocs  no  farther  than  lo  show  resemblance. 
Other  witnesses  more  familiar  with  this  man,  particularly  «ome  ol 
tboHc  who  boarded  in  ilic  ?ame  house  with  him,  say  ihvy  rr:cognisf 
Wilson  in  this  picture,  one  saying,  he  "  sees  the  man  in  il,"  others, 
"it  is  him,"  and  to  on,  in  varied  InnKuage  expressing  the  same  thing. 

Too  much  importance  should  not  be  nllachcd  lo  the  fact  that  these 
witnesses  were  not  able  lo  point  out  any  particular  (e.iHire  hy  which 
they  rccognixed  the  picture  as  his.  If  asked  to  point  out  the  feature 
or  features  by  which  your  most  intimate  friend  is  distinguished  from 
others,  you  probably  could  not  do  iL  Were  you  to  refer  to  the  size 
of  the  head,  shape  of  his  face,  nose,  or  mouth,  you  would  drjublless 
find  that  in  all  these  respects  he  is  not  singular.  But  you  rcogniM 
him  instantly,  and  with  ahsotutc  certaimy.  fay  the  pcrntiar  expression 
which  rrsniis  from  the  comhined  effect  of  nil  his  features  and  his 
mind.     And  thi.i  you  innnot  dcikcrihc,   for  words  will  not  portray  it. 

In  determining  tiie  weight  to  be  attached  to  the  testimony  of  the 
witnesses  who  say  they  recogntie  Wilson  in  the  pictnre,  or  recognize 
the  picture  as  hia.  it  is  important  to  remember  that  when  they  knew 
him  liis  beard  was  different.  What  effect  the  cltange  ol  he.ird  would 
have  had  on  the  expression  and  appearance  of  the  picture,  you  will 
judge.    You  wdl  also  bear  in  mind  the  comments  of  ibc  defendant's 
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counsel  on  this  tcMitnony,  and  the  tact  that  the  prisoner's  sister,  who 
saw  WiUon  at  Mr.  Mullin'ti,  u/s  she  does  not  see  any  likeness  to 
him  in  this  ptio[ogra[>h.  The  Commonwealth  has  further  undcruken 
to  show  that  Goss  and  this  man  wrote,  not  only  a  similar,  but  the 
lam^  hand.  In  this  connection  Emma  Taylor  testifies  to  the  receipt 
of  many  letters  or  notes  [rom  Wilson,  and  a  knowledge  o(  his  hand- 
writing. Two  letters — one  ol  tliem  addressed  (o  Mr.  Miillin,  signed 
A.  C,  WiltffH.  being  exhibited  to  her,  she  say*,  in  her  jndgmeat, 
they  are  in  his  handwntinii-  On  beiiiK  &tiown  another  letter  siitned 
W.  S.  Goss,  and  testified  by  Mr.  Butler  (as  he  believes)  to  be  in 
Goss's  handwriting,  she  says  that,  in  her  judgmtnl.  this  is  the  hand- 
writing of  Wilson.  This  witness,  however,  si  yoii  will  remember. 
did  not  exhibit  such  accurate  knflwlt-dgc  o(  Wilson's  IiandwritinK  a» 
to  render  her  judgment  in  regard  to  il  very  reliable;  and  what  she 
says  should  therefore  be  received  with  great  caution. 

John  W,  Butler  icstifie*  Ihnt  he  knew  Goss  intimately,  and  torrc- 
sponded  with  him  ^omc  years  ago:  that  he  knew  his  handwriting 
very  well,  and  believes  himself  able  to  recoKjiiic  il.  The  letter 
signed  iV.  S.  Goss  (tteforc  mentioned)  being  shown  him.  he  answered, 
"  I  believe  this  to  be  Goss'*  handwrilinft"  The  two  tetters  signed 
A.  C  Wil-son  (also  before  mentioned)  being  shown  this  witness,  he 
answered,  "thai  the  writing,  in  his  jndgmcnt.  is  that  ol  Goa."  The 
signature  of  A.  C.  WiUon,  on  the  rctcistcr  of  tlic  Central  Hole],  in 
Philadelphia,  under  date  of  ,  being  shown  the  witness,  he  an- 
swered that  he  would  take  this  to  be  written  by  Goss,  as  also  the 
signature  on  the  register  of  the  William  Pcnn  Hotel,  though  In 
respect  to  these  single  signatures  hin  judgment  is  less  distinct  than 
that  expressed  in  regard  to  the  letters.  The  intelliBcncc  manifested 
by  this  witness,  as  well  as  the  caution  observed  in  expressing  his 
Judgment,  should  he  considered  in  estimating  the  value  of  bis  testi- 
mony. 

Franklin  Mills  testifies  that  he  knew  the  ntan  called  Wilson,  and 
upon  one  occasion,  when  silting  at  his  aide,  discovered  a  smalt  scar 
running  up  into  his  hair  on  the  side  of  his  forehead — that  he  had 
never  noticed  it  before.  Mrs.  Goss  testified  that  her  husband  had  no 
scar  upon  him.  You  have  heard  the  comments  of  counsel  in  respect 
to  this,  and  will  determine  what  weight  this  contradiction  should 
have,  tnit  in  doing  so  will  remember  that  Mr.  Mills  speaks  of  the 
man  more  than  a  year  after  Mrs.  Goss  had  last  seen  her  husband. 

Now,  was  this  man,  called  Wilson  at  Cooperstown  and  Newark, 
Winfield  Scott  Goss  under  an  assumed  name? 

If  he  was.  you  will  judge  whether  the  conclusion  is  or  is  not  rea- 
sonable, that  he  had  entered  into  a  scheme  tv  obtain  money  fraudu- 
lently from  the  insurance  companies,  and  that  the  burning  of  his 
shop  was  a  part  of  this  scheme.  If  you  reach  this  conclusion,  a 
reason  will  be  found  tor  his  appearance  in  Pennsylvania  and  New 
Jersey  under  an  assumed  name.    Still,  il  you  find  that  this  man  wat 
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Goss  under  an  assumed  name,  you  will  have  made  bat  a  step  towards 
fiadiriK  thai  the  remains  discovered  in  the  woods  were  his.  But  now 
(if  this  wns  GoicJ  we  have  him  in  Newark  on  the  evening  of  the  sjth 
day  of  June,  sixteen  dayi  preceding  the  discovery  in  the  woo<b. 
He  then  started  for  Philadelphia.  Mrs.  Toombes  tcstiltn  that,  three 
days  later,  he  wrote  to  her  from  Philadelphia  under  date  of  the  afith. 
Prands  Jacobs  testifies  that  he  is  clerk  and  bar-tender  at  the  William 
Penn  Hctel,  in  Philadelphia;  that  in  the  forenoon  of  (he  il6lh  (the 
day  after  this  man  left  Mrs.  Toombes's).  a  man  came  to  the  hotel. 
representing  himself  to  be  A.  C.  Wilson,  and  regiaiering  this  as  his 
name.  The  witness  describes  him,  and  being  showu  the  photogjcraph 
exhibited  here,  says  it  looks  like  ibis  man.  He  is  unable  to  i1(r<«crilie 
any  other  slranRcr  who  called  nboiil  that  time  or  since,  and  isys  he 
did  not  recognize  ihc  resemblance  iit  tlic  phntofjraph  until  told  whose 
it  wav  You  will  iudfre  whether  this  witness  can  truly  describe  this 
man  as  he  undertakes  to  do,  and  whether  he  docs  sec  the  resem- 
blance in  the  picture  to  which  he  testifies.  Thai  a  nun  came  to  (he 
hotel,  representing  himself  to  be  A.  C  Wilson,  that  the  witness  saw 
h'lm  rcKistcr  his  name,  that  he  stayed  till  the  next  day.  that  the  pris- 
oner Tisitrt]  him,  occupyinR  the  same  room,  and  wem  away  with  him 
the  next  day.  the  witness  is  positive.  The  register  is  produced,  and 
the  name  A.  C.  Wtlson  appears  upon  it;  and  this  siRuaiure,  as  we 
have  sren,  Miis  Taylor  and  Mr.  Butler  expressed  ihr  judgment  is  in 
the  handwriting  of  Cobs.  If  thij  witnes^s  i&  believed,  il  wus  on  the 
morning  of  the  27th  that  the  prisoner  and  this  man  left  the  William 
Penn.    Where  they  went  at  that  time  does  not  appear. 

On  the  evening  of  the  following  day,  [he  prisoner  was  seen  upon  the 
train  at  Wilmington,  by  Mr.  Hodgson,  who  rode  with  liim  to  Phila- 
delphia. We  do  not  observe  any  conflict  between  the  teslimony  of 
Mr.  Hodgson  and  that  of  Mr.  Jacob* — because  wc  f.iil  to  see  incon- 
sistency between  the  facts  to  which  they  speak.  Two  days  bier, 
Francis  Pylc,  who  lives  near  West  Grove,  in  this  county,  testifies  that 
the  pri.ioiier,  in  company  with  another  man.  came  to  his  place.  He 
says  he  had  known  the  prisoner  formerly,  and  recognised  him.  Mrs. 
Pyle  and  the  little  boy,  Elmer  Pyle.  also  .saw  the  men  tUcrc.  and  say 
they  recognize  the  prisoner  as  one  of  them.  Mr.  Pyle  and  the  boy 
describe  the  appearance  and  parts  of  the  dress  ol  the  other,  referring 
to  his  build,  his  whiskers  and  mustache.  Mrs.  Pyle  saw  bat  little  of 
him  and  was  not  very  near.  Mr.  Pyle  says  he  wore  gaiters  like 
those  shown  here,  and  had  a  ring  on  his  linger.  Upon  being  shown 
the  photograph,  he  says  it  looks  fikc  a  picture  of  this  man.  The  son 
also,  in  addition  to  the  general  description,  says  this  man  wore 
gaiters,  had  eye-glasses,  and  that  when  they  were  together  under  the 
cherry-tree  this  man  called  the  prisoner  "  Dortor"  This  last  circum- 
stance, iE  true,  is  very  signiliciu]!,  for,  as  wc  have  seen  (if  the  witnes.tea 
arc  believed),  (his  is  the  same  appellation  by  which  Goss,  in  Baiti- 
more,  and  the  man  calling  himself  Wilson,  in  Newark,  addressed 
Udderzook. 


From  Mr.  Pylc's  place  theic  men  went  in  the  direction  of  Jenner- 
villc.  In  the  cvcninc  of  the  same  day  Mr.  Jcttcfti.  Mrs.  Jcilcris.  aiul 
Mr.  Towntey,  te«i(y  thai  the  pmoner,  with  another  man,  appeared 
at  the  hotel  of  Mr.  JcReris.  in  Jcnnctvillc.  These  witnesses  rocognisc 
tlie  prisoner,  at  doet  aUo  Mr.  Wallace,  who  saw  him  there  and  had 
known  him  before.  They  describe  Ihe  other  man  as  about  five  feet 
eight  to  nine  inches  in  height,  good-looking,  full-breaxtcd,  Mraigbi, 
with  shoulders  thrown  hack,  mustache  and  side  whiskers  of  a  dark 
color.  Mrs.  Jeffcris  saying  that  she  at  the  lime  thoimht  he  was  the 
straightest  man  she  had  ever  seen.  On  being  shown  the  photograph 
before  referred  to,  theie  witnesses  also  say  the  picture  resembles  this 
mar.  The  next  morninK — being  the  ist  of  July — it  is  shown  (if  the 
testimony  is  believed)  that  the  prisoner  obtained  a  horse  of  Mr 
Pntchcll,  living  near  by.  and  visited  his  brother-in-law,  Samuel 
Rhoades,  who  resides  a  short  distance  from   Pennington ville 

Here  he  was  recognised  by  Mr.  Rhoades  and  his  wile,  who  is 
the  prisoner's  sister.  They  testify  that  he  spoke  of  the  man  he  had 
left  behind  at  Jennerville,  and  Mr.  Rhoades;  says  he  described  him  as 
a  man  "  havinK  no  one  to  look  after  hmi,  who  had  been  lost  for  a 
long  lime,  and  was  suppo.sed  by  everybody  to  he  dead,  one  whom  the 
prisoner  had  b.id  ,it  Newark,  or  New  York  (the  sound  being  so  much 
alike  that  the  witness  is  not  certain  which),  and  Philadelphia."  The 
bearing  of  this  description  upon  the  identity  of  the  man  left  luhind 
is  most  important.  Vou  will  judge  whether  it  does  or  docs  not 
describe  Goss  and  the  man  known  at  Newark  as  Wilson  with  great 
certainty:  "  Lost  for  a  lon^  time,  supposed  by  everybody  to  be  dead, 
whom  he  (the  prisoner)  had  had  at  Newark  (or  New  York)  and 
Philadelphia."  On  the  evening  of  the  same  day.  the  prisoner  having 
hired  a  carriage  and  horse  at  Penningtonvdlc,  went  to  Jenncrville, 
took  the  man  he  bud  left  there  in,  and  ycirtrd  back.  When  he 
reached  PenningttjnviUc  in  the  night,  this  man  was  gone,  and  was  no 
more  seen  alive.  Baer's  Woods  is  by  the  roadside.  Were  the 
remains  found  there  his?  The  tasi  time  seen  he  wa«  gomg  in  that 
direction.  If  Mr.  Rhoades  is  believed,  the  prisoner  had  ce"iU»tftateJ 
leaving  him  in  the  woods. 

When  tlie  remains  were  first  uncovered,  Mr.  Moore  tetlitieK  that 
the  face  was  white  and  natural;  says  he  looked  to  ascertain  whether 
he  could  identify  it,  and  believed  at  the  time,  and  does  still,  that  he 
could  if  he  had  known  it.  On  being  shovm  the  picture  before  referred 
to,  he  says  it  bears  a  resemblance  to  that  face.  This,  standing  alone, 
would  be  of  no  value,  because  of  its  uncertainty.  But  Mr.  Moore, 
and  others  who  saw  ihe  remains  tlut  evening  and  the  next  day,  tay 
the  upper  Up  presented  the  same  appearance  as  the  cheeks  did  where 
the  whiskers  came  off  on  bring  touched,  showing  that  the  man  had 
worn  a  mustache  with  side  whiskers:  that  his  hair  was  dark  brown, 
mixed  a  little  with  gray:  and  Dr.  Howard,  as  well  as  all  the  witnesses 
who  examined  l]ic  remains  with  care,  says  the  forehead  was  square 
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and  slraiglit,  the  iac«  fiii«,  chest  fuU.  shoulders  well  thrown  Wck.  the 
person  very  erect,  and  teeth  reRular  and  good.  You  will  jndge 
whether  this  is  or  not  an  accurate  description  of  Uie  nutn  we  have 
been  following.  In  the  same  grare  a  ahirt  was  found.  It  is  not 
identified,  for  there  are  no  marks  upon  i1  by  which  t<j  distinsuiili  it 
from  oihers.  There  arc  many  such,  as  Mr.  Crockett  testifies,  but  this 
witness  says  he  sold  n  ihirt  In  all  reapects  like  this,  in  Newark,  to  a 
man  called  Wihim.  as  he  wa.i  tiifomicd:  and  Mrs.  Toombcs  testifies 
that  Wilson  had  such  a  shirt,  showing  another  point  of  resemhlnnee. 

Then  again,  a  pair  of  congress  gaiters  arc  iound  upon  the  feet, 
resembling  those  worn  by  the  man  we  have  been  following.  Bwt  a 
more  remarltahle  and  striking  re<«mb1anre  still  is  found  in  the  fact 
that  this  nian*s  gaiters  were  marked  No.  8,  on  the  inside  neat  the 
lop  (if  Mrs.  Toomlws  is  believed,  of  which  yoii  will  judge),  and  had 
recently  (as  Mr.  Saurine  test*iliet)  been  half-soled,  and  the  gsiters 
found  on  thc*c  remains  exhibit  a  similar  number,  in  the  same  place, 
and  a  simitar  condition  in  respect  to  (he  soles.  Now.  you  will  deter- 
mine wtielhcr  these  arc  the  rcm^iins  ol  the  man  wc  have  been  follow- 
ing, [f  they  arc,  and  this  man  was  Gosi.  then  did  the  prisoner  take 
his  life? 

In  starting  upon  this  inquio'  the  first  thought  thai  presents  itself 
is.  had  the  prisoner  any  motive  lo  commit  this  crime?  If  the  remains 
arc  those  of  Coss,  you  will  still  judge,  as  before  remarked,  whether 
he  had  not  entered  into  a  scheme  to  dctrauil  the  injurnnce  companies 
by  hiding  himself  from  the  world  and  endeavoring  to  create  the  belief 
that  he  was  dead.  And  if  he  did  enter  into  such  a  scheme,  you  will 
further  judge  whether  the  conclusion  is  or  is  not  reavinable.  thai 
the  prisoner  had  aloo  entered  into  this  scheme.  For  it  would  follow 
ttiat  while  Citm  was  thu^  alive  under  an  assumed  name,  aud  while 
the  jirisoner  knew  this,  for  (according  to  the  testimony,  as  we  have 
seen)  h«  visited  him  at  Newark  on  the  llth  ol  May,  he  appeared  as 
a  witness,  on  the  aSih  day  of  the  same  month,  to  prove  his  death; 
not,  it  is  true,  by  swearing  <tifectly  that  he  was  dead,  but  hy  swearing 
to  circumstances  by  which  he  sought  to  create  th;it  inipTCi^siiiii — and 
the  result  is  the  same.  If  it  is  true  that  the  prisoner  had  united  in 
such  a  scheme,  it  was  very  important  lo  him  that  the  existence  of 
Goss  should  not  come  to  light;  tor  il  it  did,  not  only  would  the 
scheme  fail,  but  the  prisoner  become  liable  to  prosecution  for  con- 
spiracy and  perjury.  If  you  find  such  motive  existed,  then  you  will 
judge  whether  the  disappearance  of  Goss  from  the  neighbor  hood  in 
which  he  was  known,  and  his  reported  death,  did  not  invite  the  com- 
mission of  the  crime  by  reason  of  the  immunity  from  discovery 
which  these  circumstances  tended  to  adord.  Still,  a  motive  to  com- 
mit the  crime,  and  such  opportunity  to  gratify  il,  would  be  of  no 
consequence  in  the  absence  of  evidence  that  the  prisoner  did  commit 
it,     Tlien  what  is  the  evidence  that  he  did? 

If  Wilson   was   G<»s   under  an   assumed   name,   and   the   remains 
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found  in  the  woods  were  his,  then  wc  have  (ouad  the  prUoner  and 
Gosa  together  on  the  ist  day  ul  July.  On  the  cvcninK  of  ibis  Axy.  at 
we  bftve  (urther  seen,  the  prisoner  vitited  his  brother-in-law,  Samuel 
Rhoadcs,  whose  teMimony  1  will  now  read:  (The  evidence  ol  Rhoadcs 
was  here  read  by  the  Court.] 

This  witness  and  his  testimony  have  been  criticised  by  CCHinsel, 
and  you  will  determine  what  weight  his  statements  should  receive.  In 
this  eoiiiicctioii  it  is  importflni  to  remember  that  he  exhibited  the 
prisoner's  letter,  referred  to,  soon  alter  it  was  received,  and  reported 
to  his  neighbors  the  interview,  detailed  here,  almost  immedialcty  upon 
its  occurrence  Vou  wiU  also  rcmeiuhcr  the  testimony  heard  respect- 
ins  his  character  (or  truth-telling;  and  wilt  examine  the  prisoner's 
letter,  to  see  whether  it  does  not  corroborate  his  Btaiemcnts.  That 
letter  appears  by  the  envelope  to  liavc  been  forwarded  In  the  prcccdinn 
December,  and  Mr.  Rhoades  testified  that  it  was  received  at  th&t 
time. 

On  the  evening  of  the  same  day  after  the  intcn,-icw  with  Rhoades. 
as  night  was  coming  on,  the  prisoner  staned  with  the  man  by  his 
side  in  the  direction  of  Penningtonvtilc.  Bacr's  Woods  is  about  nine 
miles  from  the  place  ol  meeting,  and  in  this  direction  the  parties 
were  S'oing  when  last  seen.  John  Hurky,  who  lives  within  a  short 
distance  of  the  wuodn,  testifies  thnt  liis  wife,  in  tlie  night,  aroused 
him  to  hear  a  noise  in  that  diTcction.  That  he  distinctly  heard  hal- 
looing, and  distinguished  the  voices  of  two  individuals,  hut  could  not 
distinguish  any  expression  except  the  exclamation  "Oh!"  Tliat 
about  daylight  the  following  morning  he  discovered  smoke  arising 
from  a  fire  in  the  woods;  and  several  other  witnesses  testify  to  having 
seen  fire  in  the  woods  on  that  morning, 

Nov>-,  ii  the  remains  found  in  the  woods  are  those  of  tlie  man  who 
started  with  the  prisoner  from  Jcnncrville.  you  will  judge  whether 
the  prisoner  did  or  did  not  carry  out  the  design  which  Rhoades  says 
he  expressed  in  the  interview  a  few  hours  previous;  whether  the 
hallooing  testified  to  by  Hurley  as  heart]  that  night  did  not  come 
from  this  mnn;  and  whether  the  stnokc  seen  did  not  issue  from  a  fire 
that  consumed  the  Moody  Karmcnts  (as  well  of  the  perpetrator  as  of 
the  victim),  and  other  evidences  of  the  crime.  It  is  further  shown 
that  about  twelve  o'clock  the  same  night  the  prisoner  returned  the 
vehicle  to  the  stable  at  Pennington ville.  The  iron  »upporling  the 
dasher  on  the  left  side,  where  the  man  was  sitting  when  last  seen, 
was  broken,  and  the  leather  bent  forward;  two  of  the  bows  supporting 
the  top,  on  the  same  side,  were  broken  from  the  bed.  and  swin^ng 
loose.  The  oil-cloth  that  had  covered  the  floor  was  torn  out  and 
gone:  the  blanket  and  sheet  that  had  accompanied  the  wagon  were 
missing.  What  had  become  of  them?  Had  they  been  stained  with 
blood  and  consumed  in  the  fire?  Alter  discovery  of  the  body  in  the 
Wftods.  the  floor  of  the  wagon  was  examined,  and  red  spots,  appar- 
ently made  hy  blood,  were  obscrvahle  on  the  edges  vi  tlic  board* 
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fonnine  the  bottom,  and  undernuih  whttt  it  appeared  to  have 
spread.  Dr.  Howard  testifies  that,  having  applied  mioroicopic  and 
analytical  l<st»  to  these  spots,  he  ascertained  itiem  to  be  made  by  blood. 

Where  the  prisoaer  spent  th«  baUncc  of  the  itighl  after  returning 
llic  vcbiclc,  does  not  appear;  lie  was  seen  eaily  the  next  morning 
entering  Cochnuisville  on  foot  Later  in  the  day  he  was  met  still 
on  loot  going  in  the  direction  ol  Jennerville.  On  the  evening  of  the 
iiainc  day.  about  six  o'clock,  he  appeared  at  Pcnn  Station,  on  the 
Hiiladelphia  And  Baltimore  Kailroad,  where  lie  took  the  train  east, 
setting  off  Lgain  at  West  Grove — this  being  the  point  at  which  he 
and  his  former  companion  had  (accordins  to  his  own  statement).  Ich 
the  train  iwo  days  before.  In  >  abort  time  he  reappeared,  carrying 
a  carpci-bsiK  or  valise,  and  entered  the  train  going  westward.  At 
Penn  Station  he  again  left  tt.  and  passed  in  the  direction  of  Mr. 
Miller's,  where  his  mother  resided.  On  the  next  d*y — being  the  3d 
of  July— he  took  the  train  for  Baltimore.  When  arrested  he  made  a 
statement,  which  yoti  have  heard;  and  you  will  judge  whether  t(  is 
consistent  with  probabilities,  or  finds  any  countenance  in  the  ascer- 
tained facts  of  the  cause.  We  now  repeat  the  queslions  before  stated: 
First,  were  the  remains  found  in  llaer's  Woods  those  of  WinlicM 
Scott  Ciosn?  Second,  if  they  were,  did  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  take 
his  life?  Both  these  questions  must  be  found  against  the  prisoner 
before  lie  can  be  convieted.  In  passing  upon  tlicm  you  will  carefully 
weigh  all  the  evidence,  as  well  a^  the  comments  of  counsel  upon  it: 
and  will  also  consider  the  testimony  which  the  prisoner  has  produced 
in  regard  to  his  former  character. 

If  you  convict  him  you  must  delemiine  the  ^radr  ol  his  crime. 
That  it  is  mwder^  if  he  is  guilty  at  all,  has  not  been  (jueslioned  by 
his  counsel.  But  in  Pennsylvania  the  I.<ctC<s)aturc,  considering  the 
difference  in  guilt,  where  a  deliberate  intention  to  kill  exists,  and 
where  no  such  deliberate  intention  appears,  has  distinguished  murder 
into  two  degrees — murder  of  the  firtl  and  murder  of  the  sffond 
degree:  and  required  the  jury  trying  the  accused,  if  it  finds  him 
guilty,  to  ascertain  and  find  by  their  verdict  whether  it  be  murder  of 
the  first  or  murder  of  the  second  degree:  and  ha*  further  provided 
that  "  Murder  which  shall  be  perpetrated  by  means  of  poison  or  lying 
in  wait,  or  by  any  other  kind  of  willful,  deliberate,  and  premedi.ilcd 
killing,  shall  be  murder  in  the  first  degree;  and  all  other  kinds  ol 
murder  shall  be  deemed  murder  ol  the  second  degree" 

Then,  if  the  defendant  is  guilty,  is  it  of  murder  ol  the  ^rU,  or 
murder  of  the  ucond  degree? 

If  (he  prisoner  is  guilty  of  killing  Goss.  you  will  determine  whether 
it  is  not  plain  that  the  crime  was  contemplated  beforehind,  and  the 
killing  willful  and  deliberate?  The  circLimsunccs  bearing  upon  this 
question  have  been  80  fully  stated,  in  treating  other  parts  of  the 
cause,  and  must  be  so  distinctly  present  in  your  ininds,  that  we  need 
not  repeat  them  here. 
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Still  this  question  is  for  jrou  *lone  to  determine,  and  if  3rou  con- 
vict the  prisoner  you  must  say  whether  it  is  of  nuirder  in  the  first  or 
second  degree 

In  conclusion,  wc  urge  upon  you  to  bear  constanity  in  mind  its 
great  imporlaiice,  To  l^e  prisoner  it  involves  everything  of  earthly 
desire.  You  wi|],  ilierefore,  give  to  the  tacts  not  only  their  moat 
reasonable  cnndruction.  but  also  their  most  chsrit3)>lc  and  nicrciFuI 
construction;  and  i(,  when  thus  considcrcJ,  lliey  fail  to  s^ilisfy  you  of 
his  guilt,  you  will  ac>quit  him,  regardless  of  all  consequences — and  he 
is  entitled  to  the  benefit  ol  every  reasonable  doubL  A  doubt,  how- 
ever, is  not  a  mere  fiMsi'ii/i/y  that  the  prisoner  may  not  be  guilty,  but 
in  honest  hcjitation  of  the  mind  arising  from  want  of  proof. 

If,  on  the  «lher  hand,  the  facts  satisfy  you  of  his  Ruilt,  you  must 
convict  him.  In  such  ease  no  consideration  of  pity  or  mercy  can 
influence  you.  To  the  tender  appeal  made  by  the  presence  of  wife 
and  children  you  must  tuni  a  deaf  ear.  To  listen  to  it  would  be 
more  than  a  mistake;  it  would  be  a  crime — a  crime  against  the  inno- 
cent— against  society.  With  the  consequences  which  may  attend  con- 
viction, you  have  nothing  (o  do;  they  rest  upon  others.  If  the  evl- 
dence  satisfies  your  minds  cil  his  iiruilt.  you  have  no  choice  Follow- 
itiR  the  pathway  of  the  evidence  you  can  turn  neither  to  the  right  nor 
to  the  left,  but  must  accept  the  conclusion  to  which  the  facta  lead. 
If  you  entertain  views  unfavorable  to  capital  punishment,  you  must 
disregard  them  here,  remembering  that  il  is  not  the  jury,  but  the 
bw,  that  iiiHicts  the  iiunishmcnt.  The  jury  does  not  pronounce  the 
sentence,  which  condemns  t»  death,  but  simply  determines  whether 
the  prisoner  has  committed  the  crime. 

You  will  now  take  the  case,  and  lorgetting  everything,  but  the  law. 
the  e^Hdence  and  your  duty,  will  pass  an  honest,  deliberate,  and  fear- 
less judgment  between  the  Commonwealth  and  the  prisoner. 

The  jury  retired  on  Friday  afternoon.  November  7th,  and  on 
Sunday  nioniing  they  sent  a  written  request  to  see  the  Judge. 
They  were  brotight  back  into  open  court,  where  Judge  Butler 
received  them  in  presence  of  counsel  and  prisoner,  and  in- 
formed thein  he  would  hear  their  request  The  foreman  said 
that  they  desired  more  light  in  regard  to  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Bailey.  The  Court  sent  for  its  notes  and  read  the  desired  evi- 
dence very  carefully,  The  foreman  then  said  that  the  counsel 
had  particularly  called  their  attention  tn  sundry  papers,  which 
they  were  charged  to  examine  carefully,  but  which  had  not 
been  given  to  them.  The  Court  said  they  would  send  (or  the 
papers  and  place  them  before  them,  which  was  done.  The  jury 
then  retired  to  their  rooms,  and  the  court  adjourned. 
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^^f  At  two  o'clock  P.  M.  the  court  was  reopened  on  tnEortnatton 

W  that  the  jur>'  bad  agreed,  and  the  prisoner  was  brought  in. 

I  The  Clerk  then  asked:  Gentlemen  of  the  )ury,  have  you 

I  agreed  upon  your  venlict? 

^^^  Xtr.  MortoH  (foreman). — Yes. 

^^^  Clerk. — What  say  you  in  the  issue  joined  between  the  Com- 

I  monwcalth  of  Pennsylvania  and  William  E.  Uddcrzook,  defcnd- 

I  ant — do  you  6nd  him  guilty  in  manner  and  (onn  as  he  standi 

I  indicted,  or  not  guilty? 

I  Foreman. — Guilty  of  murder  in  the  first  degree. 

I  Judge  Butler  said:  Gentlemen,  your  duties  have  been  arduous 

*  and  painful,  and  we  have  sympatlu'zcd  with  you  very  deeply. 

Wc  now  discharge  you,  and  for  tlie  careful  and  patient  manner 
in  which  you  have  fulfilled  your  duty,  you  are  entitled  to  tlie 
thanks  of  your  fcllow-dtizens. 

Afr.  Perdue,  of  the  prisoner's  counsel,  made  a  motion  for  a 
new  trial.  He  was  told  that  he  had  four  days  in  which  to  file 
his  reasons.    The  prboncr  was  remanded  back  to  jail,  and  tlie 

h  court  adjourned. 


V. 


On  Tuesday  afternoon,  the  8th  of  December  following,  the 
testimony  for  a  new  trial  of  William  E.  Udderzook  commenced. 
Mr.  Penluc  said  the  motion  for  a  new  trial  rested  mainly  on  the 
reason  that  two  of  the  jurors  had  cxprcsscil  opinions  ir  reRard 
to  the  murder,  previous  to  the  trial;  also  upon  the  reason  that 
tlie  Court  erred  in  sending  tlic  Dr.  Steele  letter  to  the  jury  for 
examination  and  comparison.  The  next  subject  spoken  of  by 
Mr.  Perdue  was  that  of  penuitting  photographs  to  be  used  in 
the  identification  of  dead  bodies.  A  little  evidence  was  pro- 
duced to  show  that  Arnold  Nichols,  the  twelfth  juror,  had  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  as  to  the  giiih  or  innocence  of  Udderrook. 

Mr.  Hayes  addressed  the  Court  in  behalf  of  the  Common- 
wcallli.  He  spoke  disparagingly  of  the  testimony  in  regard  lo 
the  statements  alleged  to  have  been  made  by  Nichols.  He 
said:  "  It  is  a  fact  that  Nichols  was  accepted  as  a  furor  by  the 
defense,  after  he  admitted  that  he  expressed  an  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  prisoner. '*  He  continued: 
"  I  submit  to  your  Honor  that,  from  the  testimony,  wc  can  End 
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no  malevolence  in  Nichols's  statements.  It  has  been  shown 
that  he  expressed  a  desire  not  to  be  put  upon  the  jury,  im- 
mediately before  he  was  called."  Mr.  Hayes  made  a  few  re- 
marks upon  the  letters  which  were  sent  to  the  juiy,  and  argued 
in  support  of  the  use  of  the  photographs  for  the  purjioscs  of 
identification.  As  soon  as  the  argument  on  bclialf  of  the  Com- 
monwealth was  finished,  Wayne  McVeagh  arose  and  said: 

There  arc  two  queslions  to  be  considered  in  tliis  argument.  The 
first  is  In  tlic  delivery  o[  ihc  letters  (o  tlic  jury,  on  the  Sunday  tipon 
which  the  verdict  was  rendered. 

If  these  letters  had  been  given  to  the  jury  in  the  bogrJnning:,  before 
they  had  dciirrinincd  to  decide  ihc  one  way  or  the  other,  they  would 
have  been  much  less  dangcroui:  than  after  Ihey  linil  been  deliberating 
[or  a  day  and  a  half  or  two  days  upon  tlic  matter.  The  Court  may 
(eel  that  when  the  jury  ask  for  these  things  they  should  receive  them; 
but  I  think  this  i*  more  dangerous  than  if  tbcy  had  had  them  in  the 
beginning.  Undue  importance  would  be  attached  to  the  slightest 
trifle,  aiier  having  deliberated  (or  so  long  a  time  without  reaching  any 
conclusion.  In  the  jury-room,  perhaps,  an  immaterial  difference  may 
have  arisen,  and  after  hours  of  wrangling  they  agree  to  ask  for  testi- 
mony which  would  settle  the  dispute,  and  each  side  agrees  to  come 
over  to  the  other  in  case  of  its  being  decided  adversely.  The  letters 
are  iaiccn  out  and  the  opinion  of  one  side  upon  ihc  immaterial  dis- 
pute is  corroborated,  and  then  the  verdict  is  rendered,  having  been 
reached  by  an  artificiiil  bridge. 

I  next  speak  of  the  testimony  in  regard  to  Arnold  Nichols  .  ,  . 
yciu  have  heard  the  statements  of  these  wiinessex.  and  the  denials  of 
them  by  Nichols.  Can  your  Honor*  hesitate  to  give  the  prisoner  the 
benefit  of  this  doubt?  ....  You  will  ask  yourselves  whether  this 
man.  as  a  juror,  answers  the  requirements  at  the  Constitution  and 
the  law.  Id  the  selection  oi  the  jury  wc  must  act  hastily,  and  will 
necessarily  often  make  mistakes.  Nor  is  there  any  help  for  it.  if, 
after  accepting  a  man,  you  find  you  arc  mijled  and  that  he  is  unfit 
Now,  wc  only  ask  tor  a  jury  of  fair  minds  To  that  right  wc  arc 
entitled.  I  know  iliat  it  is  the  natural  disposition  of  this  world  to  let 
things  remain  as  tlicy  arc,  and  to  take  a  verdict  as  final.  But  t  ven- 
ture to  urge,  as  reasons  tor  setting  this  verdict  aside,  the  bets  ia 
reference  to  this  man  Kichols,  and  I  submit  to  the  Court  whether  it 
is  possible  to  constitute  him  such  a  juror  as  the  Constitution  pre- 
•eribes. 

Upon  reconvening  of  the  court  on  Saturday,  the  12th  day 
of  IWeniber.  Jtidge  Butler  announced  the  disposition  of  the 
Udderzook  case,  as  follows: 
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Contmotrweallk  v.  Uddertaok. — Tbe  lirst  and  (onrth  reaioni  on 
which  th«  demand  for  a  new  tiial  is  founded  have  been  abandoned. 

The  propriety  of  using  (he  phuiugraph  of  Goss,  to  aid  in  his  td«n- 
ttHcition,  under  Ihe  auunKd  name  of  Wilson,  w«  do  not  doubt.  Nur 
do  we  doubt  the  propricijr  oi  gnintinti  the  rc<|uc«t  ol  the  jury  to  see 
the  letter  signed  by  Goss,  which  was  in  evidence. 

The  testimony  rcUting  to  Mr.  Wilson,  one  of  the  jurors,  fails  to 
thow  any  expresftion  of  opinion  previous  to  the  trial,  and,  in  ihe 
judgment  o(  tlic  Court,  is  not  deserving  of  further  notice. 

That  rclntinK  to  Mr.  Nichols,  another  juror,  docs  show  expressions 
of  opinion;  but  this  is  no  more  than  Ihc  juror  stated  when  called  to 
tlic  box.  It  is  urged,  however,  ihnt  the  lanKuagc  used  by  him,  as  tes- 
tified to  by  Lewis  Powctl,  shows  that  this  juror  did  nul  come  to  the 
trial  with  impartial  mind.  Without  ralarfting  upon  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Powell,  it  is  sufTicicnt  to  say,  that  it  did  not  imprest  the  Court 
favorably  aN  respects  the  witness  himself.  His  admitsion  on  bcinR 
rccalkfJ,  Cliat  Mr.  Nichols  was  inloxiaxltd  at  the  lime  to  which  he 
had  previously  referred,  and  bis  voluntary  addition  that  he  was  nut 
"  more  so,  however,  than  he  commonly  is,"  did  not  seem  to  indicate 
an  unbiased  mind  towarcU  the  juror.  With  Mr,  Nichols's  dcnbl  wc 
do  not  rcfrard  the  objectionable  expressions  as  proved.  But  if  this 
were  otherwise,  and  Mr.  Nichols  under  the  inRuencc  of  1ic|Uor  at  the 
time,  his  Unguagc  might  well  be  regarded  as  an  exaggerated  expres- 
sion of  opinion  resulting  (rom  the  excitement  ol  liquor.  In  the  «uli- 
Bcqucnt  slalemcnt,  that  he  did  not  believe  the  prisoner  guilty,  or  did 
not  believe  the  evi'lcncc  would  convict  (and  the  witness  cannot  be 
relied  upon  for  the  exact  language  used),  we  do  not  sec  the  cridence 
of  evil  mind  towards  the  prisoner,  suggested  by  counsel.  Tlic  judg- 
mcnt;  111  men  are  very  diverse,  and  it  is  not  improbable  that  many 
liuncst  and  impartial  persons  entertain  this  view. 

District  Attorney  Wanger  then  moved  that  the  judgment 
and  sentence  of  the  Court  in  vindication  of  the  law  be  passed 
upon  the  prisoner.  Judge  liutler  tlien  delivered  the  sentence, 
as  follows: 

An  impartia]  trial,  in  which  you  were  prosecuted  with  (airness  and 
libentlity  and  defended  with  zeal  and  ability,  has  resuUed  in  your  con- 
viction of  murder  in  the  first  degree.    And  this  result  is  juit. 

That  the  corpse  found  in  Bacr's  Woods  was  tliai  of  Winlicld  Scott 
GOKS  is  not  open  1o  doubt.  From  the  building  on  the  York  Road, 
which  was  burned  to  cover  the  flight  of  this  man.  he  is  traced  with 
unerring  certainty  to  the  desolate  grave  in  the  woods.  Changing  his 
name,  and  seeking  to  hide  himtelf,  he  yet  left  behind,  wherever  he 
went,  evidences  of  identity  that  preclude  all  danger  of  mistake.  His 
striking  peculisrity  of  person,  his  habit  of  inlempemnce,  the  remark- 
able ring  lie  wore,  bis  bandwriting.  parts  of  bis  dress  Icit  behind,  his 
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photograpli,  recognized  wherever  he  went,  »nd  cspecully  hiit  "  patent 
screvr-drtver,"  exhibited  from  time  to  time,  his  peculiar  hahit  of 
addrcssins  you  by  (he  title  of  "  Doctor,"  and  your  own  graphic 
description  ol  hitn  to  Rhoa^dei  "as  a  man  who  had  been  lost  for  a 
long  lime,  and  was  supposed  to  be  dcsd,"  enable  m  to  identify  Goss 
in  the  nun  called  "  Wihon  "  with  as  much  ceruinty  as  il  he  had 
worn  his  proper  name. 

Traced  Irom  place  to  ptacc.  a  few  days  before  the  body  was  di»- 
covered  he  was  seen  in  the  vicinity  of  BaeKs  Woods,  going  in  that 
direction,  and  was  not  seen  alive  thereafter.  You,  who  were  there 
with  him,  hjid  mformcd  Rhoades.  only  a  few  hours  before,  that  the 
woods  was  his  coDt^mplaied  destination.  When  the  grave  was 
opened,  the  same  remarkable  pergonal  peculiarities  of  Goss  were 
found  in  the  corpse — the  resemblance  agreeing  in  everything,  down 
to  the  color  oi  the  hair,  the  shape  of  the  whiskers,  and  the  length  of 
the  uii«huven  beard.  The  ring  w&.i  gone  from  the  fingct.  but  it  waa 
found  virtually  in  your  possession — upon  the  seat  of  the  vehicle  in 
which  you  had  been  riding.  All  his  clothes,  save  the  shoes  and  shirt, 
had  been  destroyed,  but  these  remaining  articles  resembled  his  so 
clo*ely  that  the  shoes  are  virtually  identified  is  the  same.  They  were 
not  only  similar  in  kind,  but  were  peculiarly  marked  in  two  respects, 
as  his  had  been,  Wc  repcaf.  with  unerring  certainly  Goss  is  (raced 
to  this  grave.  And  with  the  same  certainty  is  hii  murder  traced  to 
you.  First,  it  is  shown  that  you  liad  a  motive  to  commit  the  crime: 
the  success  of  your  schemes,  as  well  as  your  person.il  safety,  coun- 
scllcd.  if  they  did  not  demand  it.  .Second,  il  is  shown  that  you  cx- 
pres.scd  your  purpose  to  do  it— al  first  dimly,  as  in  the  letter  of 
December,  and  afterwards  dislinclly.  as  in  the  conversation  with 
Rhoades.  And  thirdly,  tt  is  nhown  that  you  did  it.  Five  days  pre- 
ceding the  event  he  left  the  William  Pcmi  Hotel  in  your  company; 
three  days  later  he  is  found  in  ibis  county,  stdl  in  your  i:t>mpany. 
manifestly  under  your  influeTicc.  passing  westward,  and  shunnine 
observation.  In  the  evening  of  the  next  d.iy,  a.*  night  came  on,  he 
wiis  again  seen  in  your  company — scaled  by  your  side  in  the 
vehicle  procured  at  Pennington villc —  «d?w  in  the  neighborhood  of 
Beiet's  Woods  and  going  in  thiit  direction.  Thus  you  were  with  him 
immediately  preceding  his  death,  near  to.  and  approaching  the  place 
«'hcre  found;  directly  after  you  were  alone,  and  he  was  no  more  seen 
alive;  the  vehicle  in  which  you  were  riding  together  was  broken,  the 
carpeting  lorn  from  its  floor,  the  blankets  missing,  and  the  floor 
stained  with  btood,  But  a  few  hours  previous  you  had  expressed 
youT  purpose  to  commit  the  crime,  and  sought  the  aid  of  your 
brother-in-law  in  its  aeenmplishmcnt. 

To  the  cnislitng  weight  of  these  terrible  facts  you  opiioscd  nolhinK 
but  an  impiobable,  inconsistent  stntement,  proved  to  be  untrue  in 
some  respects,  and  supported  by  evidence  in  none.  No  rational 
mind  with  this  kiiuwledgc  can  entertain  a  doubt  of  your  guilt. 
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And  it  is  not  the  guilt  of  aa  ordinary  murder.  With  full  arenge 
mind  and  fair  mtcIligeiK«  you  cmer«l  upon  a  gtgatittc  scli«n<  of 
ffBud.  An  clement  in  this  sclKinc  was  the  (al»c  aiMrrtion  ot  Gos**> 
death,  supp'irtcd  by  fictitiotu  apjirarances — the  creation  of  your  acts 
— 4opplenirntcd  by  your  perjury.  Poucsscd  o(  a  stronfc  will,  you 
carried  Ihii  scheme  almost  to  successful  accomplishment.  When,  at 
length,  threatened  wilh  discovery,  your  pUn»  an<l  y<,>ur  pcrsoiml 
safety  cndaniiered,  you  revolved  lo  secure  yourself  by  takinit  the  life 
of  your  accomplice  in  this  crime.  You  had  known  him  long  and 
inliiDatclr,  and  were  closely  connected  with  him  by  marriage.  You 
had  obtained  his  confidence,  and  he  seemed  lo  lollow  your  «ugges- 
lions  with  untiueslioning  trusL  You  dmtotcd  his  weary  icct  from 
place  to  place,  under  prcleciie  ot  seeking  an  aitylum  where  he  miiilit 
stUI  be  «ecar«.  At  length  you  reached  the  neighborhood  familiar  to 
your  youth— where  it  miicht  well  have  been  hoped  the  recollcctiona 
of  that  better,  purer  time  in  your  life  would  have  awakened  some 
spark  of  tenderness  and  arrested  your  cruel  hand.  But  here — reso- 
huely  and  fatally  bcnl  on  your  wicked  purpose — as  evening  faded  into 
night  you  committed  this  most  horrible  of  crimes.  Leaving  your 
victim  for  a  time,  you  returned  at  the  solemn  hour  of  midniKht,  and 
with  the  peaceful  stars  looking  down  upon  you.  ami  the  ud  appealing 
eye*  gazing  up,  you  carved  and  quartered  him  as  if  he  were  a  dog; 
spending  the  night  in  a  futile  effort  to  cover  up  the  evidence  of  your 
guilt.  Then,  visiting  your  aged  mother,  you  returned  to  your  wife 
and  children,  with  as  little  apparent  concern  a>  a  man  returns  from 
a  journey  of  pleasure:  The  long  record  of  crime  scarce  [umishes  a 
parallel  lo  this  ease. 

These  things  arc  not  said  to  increase  the  misery  of  your  present 
shnation.  but  to  vindicate  the  sentence  which  the  law  is  about  to  prcH 
nouncc.  Nor  arc  they  said  without  sorrow;  for  we  are  not  unmindful 
that  Human  justice  is  imperfect:  tlt.it  the  weakness  ot  your  moral 
nature  and  the  force  of  your  temptation  cannot  enter  into  its  judg- 
ment. Tliat  they  will  be  considered  and  justly  weighed  in  the 
balance  by  Him  who  knows  the  secret  troubles  of  the  soul,  whose 
justice  is  perfect,  and  whose  mercy  is  boundless,  wc  cannot  doubt. 

The  three  judges  here  arose,  and  the  sentence  proper  was 
given  as  follows: 

The  Court  does  now  order  and  adjudge  that  you,  Wm.  B.  Udder- 
zook,  be  removed  hence  to  the  prison  from  whence  you  came,  and 
there  be  closely  confined  until  such  a  d»y  as  the  Governor  may  appoint, 
when  you  shall  be  tnkcn  from  thence,  and  lianscd  by  the  ncclc  until 
yon  arc  dead     May  God  have  mercy  on  your  sott!. 

During  the  passing:  of  the  sentence,  Judge  Butler  was  very 
miicfa  moved,  showing  how  keenly  he  felt  the  terrihle  impor- 
tance of  so  unpleasant  a  duty,  and  when  he  had  finislied  be 
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reclined  back  in  his  chair,  and  placing  his  hands  over  his  eyes, 
so  Tcmained  for  several  minutes. 

Udderzook,  throughout  tlie  trying  ordeal,  changed  some 
little  In  color,  and  sliowed  some  nervousness;  but  when  the 
sentence  was  concluded,  he,  at  the  direction  o(  Mr.  Perdue, 
took  his  scat  in  an  orderly  manner,  with  not  a  tear  or  show  of 
fear  evident  After  the  sentence  was  delivered  the  Judge 
ordered  the  sheriff  to  take  the  prisoner  back  to  jml. 

VI. 

The  counsel  for  the  defendant  had  taken  a  great  number  of 
exceptions  during  tlie  trial,  but  not  one  of  them  wxs  ultimately 
sustained.  On  July  2,  1874,  the  Supreme  Court  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, siltinR  r'ji  banc,  affirmed  the  sentence  of  death.  Chief 
Justice  Agiicw  delivered  the  tipinion,  which  is  of  special  inter- 
est, covering  as  it  <locs  the  <iucstion  upon  the  adnnssibility  of 
photographs  in  evidence. 

Willinm  R.  Udd^rsook  v.  Thf  OmntmtwftUtk.—^TCOt  to  th«  Coort 
of  Oyer  and  Terminer  of  Cliester  County.  Easlcrn  District  Opinion 
of  ihc  Court.  Aimcw,  Chief  Justice: — This  is  indeed  n  Mrangc  case. 
A  combination  by  two  to  cheat  insurance  companies,  and  a  murder 
oi  one  by  llic  other  to  reap  the  fruit  o(  the  fraud.  The  Rre^it  ques- 
tion in  the  case  was  the  identity  o(  A-  C  Wilson  as  W.  S  Goss, 
This  wa«  established  by  a  variety  o(  circumslances  .ind  many  wit- 
nesses, leaving  no  doubt  that  Go»s  and  Wilson  were  the  Ktinc  person, 
and  iliat  (lie  body  found  in  Bacr's  Woods  was  that  of  Goss.  AD  the 
bills  of  exceptions,  except  one.  relate  to  this  question  ot  identity,  the 
most  material  relating  to  the  use  of  a  photograph  ot  Gos9.  This 
photograph,  taken  in  BaUtmore  on  the  same  pl;tle  with  a  fitentleman 
named  Limgley,  was  thereby  proved  by  trim,  and  also  the  artist  who 
took  it.  Many  objections  were  made  to  the  use  of  this  photograph, 
the  chief  being  to  the  otTer  of  it  to  identify  Wibon  as  Goss.  the  pris- 
oner's coiinae)  regarding  this  use  of  it  as  ecrlninly  incompetent  That 
ft  porirnit  or  a  miniature  painting  (mm  H(e,  and  proved  to  resemble 
the  person,  may  be  uicd  to  identify  liiin,  cannot  be  doubted;  though, 
like  all  other  evidences  of  identity,  it  is  open  10  disproof  or  douU. 
and  must  be  determined  by  the  jury.  There  teems  to  be  no  reason 
why  a  pbotograph,  proved  to  be  Inken  from  life  and  to  resemble  the 
person  phoiographtd,  shottld  not  (ill  the  same  meaMire  ot  evidence. 
It  is  true  thnt  the  photographs  we  see  arc  nut  the  original  likeness, 
a,nd  their  lines  are  not  traced  by  the  hinds  o(  the  artisL  nor  can  the 
artist  be  called  to  testify  that  3ie  faithfully  lined  the  portrait.  They 
arc  but  paper  copies  uken  from  the  original  ptatc,  called  the  nega- 
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tivc.  made  scnulin  by  chcniicab  and  printed  upon  by  sunlisiit 
through  the  camera.  It  is  a  result  at  art  guided  by  cciuin  principles 
of  Kkncc.  In  the  c%k  bciorc  us  such  a  i>hQtograph  oi  the  man  Com 
tras  preMmtcd  tu  a  witness  who  had  ncviT  seen  him.  so  (ar  as  he 
knew,  bill  who  had  seen  a  man  known  lo  him  as  Wilson.  The  pur- 
pose Wis  to  show  that  Goss  and  Wilson  were  uni:  and  the  .same 
perton.  It  b  evident  ihat  competency  of  iJic  evidence  in  such  a  case 
depends  on  the  rcliabihty  of  the  photoxraph  as  a  work  of  art.  and 
ihi».  in  the  caM  before  ili.  in  which  nn  proof  wa»  made  by  experts 
of  this  reliabitity.  must  depend  upon  ilic  judicial  ccgniiance  we  may 
take  o(  photograplu  as  an  established  means  of  producing  a  correct 
likeness.  The  daguerrean  process  was  first  given  to  the  world  in 
lft)(>.  It  was  soon  followed  by  photography,  o(  which  we  have  had 
nearly  a  Kcneration's  experience.  It  has  become  a  customary  and  a 
common  mode  of  taking  and  prcsen-ing  riews  as  well  as  the  like- 
nesses of  persons,  and  hm  obtained  tinivcrsal  assent  to  the  correct- 
nes*  of  its  delineations.  We  know  that  its  principles  are  derived  from 
Kicncci  Ihat  the  images  on  the  plate,  worked  by  the  rays  of  light 
through  the  camera,  were  depnidcnt  on  the  same  general  taws  which 
produce  the  images  of  outward  forms  upon  the  retina  through  the 
lens  of  the  eye.  The  process  has  become  one  in  general  usei  so 
common  we  cannot  refuse  to  uke  judicial  cogni/ancc  of  it  as  a  proper 
means  of  producing  correct  likenesses.  But,  happily,  the  proof  o( 
identhy  in  this  case  is  not  dependent  on  the  photograph  alone.  Let- 
ters fri>m  Wilson,  identified  as  the  handwriting  of  Gosc:  a  peculiar 
ring  belonging  to  Go$s,  worn  upon  the  finger  of  Wilson;  the  reeog- 
nition  by  Wilson  of  A.  C.  Goss  as  his  brother:  packages  addressed 
to  A.  C.  Goss.  and  envelopes  bearing  the  marks  of  the  firm  with 
which  W.  S.  Goss  had  been  employed,  coming  and  going  lo  and  from 
Baltimore,  and  many  other  circum«lance*  following  up  the  man 
Wilson,  leave  no  doubt  of  his  identity  as  Goss,  independent  of  the 
photographer.  The  objection  to  the  proof  of  Goss's  hatnls  of  intox- 
ication is  equally  tmlcnable  True,  the  habit  is  common  to  many, 
and,  alone,  would  have  little  weight.  But  habits  arc  a  means  of  iden- 
tification, though  with  strength  in  proportion  to  their  peculiarity. 
The  weight  ol  the  habit  was  a  matter  for  the  jury.  It  i*  wnnccesHiry 
to  follow  the  bill  of  exceptions  in  detail.  They  all  relate  to  the  facts 
and  circumstances  bearing  on  the  question  of  identity.  If  the  bills 
ol  exceptions  are  many,  they  only  denote  that  the  circumstances  were 
numerous,  and  In  this  multiplication  consists  the  strength  of  the 
proof. 

They  arc  many  links  in  a  chain  so  long  it  encircled  the  prisoner 
in  a  double  fold.  There  was  no  error  in  permitting  the  jury,  after 
iheir  reHirn  into  the  court  for  further  instructions,  to  lake  out  with 
them,  at  ihrir  own  rcnucat.  the  letter,  check,  due  hill,  and  applica- 
tions for  insurance — papers  which  had  hitt-n  proved,  read  in  evidence, 
and  commented  on  in  the  trial.    The  appearance,  contents,  and  band- 
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writing  of  the  documents  were,  nu  douhi,  tmportani  to  be  inspected 
b>  ihc  jury,  who  could  not  be  expected  lo  carry  all  Ihcnc  fcaturcH  in 
their  minds.  It  is  customary  in  murder  cases  to  pcriiLii  ttir  jury  (o 
take  out,  tor  their  examination,  the  clothing  worti  by  the  deceased, 
cxhibliing  its  condliiou,  the  rem  made  in  it,  the  instriunent  o(  death, 
and  all  things  pruvcd  and  given  in  evidence  bearing  on  the  commis- 
sion oi  the  offense.  We  discern  no  error  in  this  record  and  there- 
fore atlirm  the  sentence  and  iudsment  of  the  Court  below,  and  order 
this  record  to  be  reraiitcd  for  execution. 


VII, 

Strenuous  efforts  were  now  made  by  the  counsel  and  imme- 
diate friends  of  the  prisoner  to  obtain  a  pardon  or  a  commuta- 
tion of  sentence.  A  hearing  upon  this  took  place  before  the 
Board  of  Pardons,  in  Harrisbiirg,  Penn.sylvania,  on  tiie  8lh  of 
October,  1874.  The  result  was  unfavorable  to  the  petitioner, 
and  a  few  days  afterwards  Joseph  F.  Perdue,  Esq.,  one  of  the 
counsel  for  Udderzook,  received  the  following  letter  from 
Governor  Hartranfl: 

EXECtmVE  CkAUBEK,    ?lAKItI>^UUKG, 

Jos.  F.  PERDtTE,  Esq.,  Oct.  u,  1874. 

West  Crester.  Pa,: 
Dear   Sir.— ,\ftcr  careful  cunsideration   t>(  the    hcts  in   the  case  of 
William  £.  Udderzook,  I  believe  it  to  be  my  duty  to  issue  the  warrant 
for  execution. 

I  am  yours,  with  great  respect, 

J.  F.  Hartrakft. 

Upon  receipt  of  this  letter,  Mr.  Perdue  immediately  pro- 
ceeded to  the  iail  to  acquaint  the  prisoner,  accompanied  by  two 
other  gentlemen  whom  he  had  requested  to  go  with  him.  Upcwi 
entering  the  cell  of  tlie  wretched  man,  Udtlcrzook  read  at  a 
glance,  in  the  countenance  of  his  coimsci,  that  the  mission  was 
of  a  scriotis  character;  and  taking  him  by  the  arm,  he  led  him 
to  the  farthest  corner  of  the  cell  and  asked,  "  Have  you  my 
death-warrant?"  Mr.  Perdue  replied  that  he  had  not,  but  he 
had  what  was  substantially  the  same  thing,  and  then  read  to 
him  the  letter  from  the  Governor.  .M  the  conclusion  of  the 
reading,  Udderzook  expresseil  his  disapproval  of  the  action  of 
the  Board  of  Pardons,  and  also  of  that  of  the  lower  Court  in 
not  fjrantinff  him  a  new  trial.  "  Hut,"  said  he,  straightening 
himself  up  and  assuming  an  air  of  injured  innocence,  "  they 
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have  all  Uie  way  long  Uiirsted — plotted  for  my  life — and  now 

they  can  Iiavc  it"    He  said  to  Mr.  Perdue  that  he  had  been 

veil  and  ably  defended,  and  ^vc  his  hand  to  attest  his  fccHng 

the  initlifulness  and  sincerity  of  his  remark.  In  ihc  altcr- 
noon  succeeding  this  interview  with  his  counsel,  the  aged 
mother  o(  the  prisoner  appeared  at  the  jail,  and  upon  her 
solicitation  U'as  shown  to  the  cell  of  her  unhappy  stjn.  The 
inten'lew  was  a  protracted  one,  and  the  scene  is  said  to  have 
been  most  pathetic. 

The  death-warrant  iocn  followed,  and  was  read  to  Udder- 
zook.  in  his  cell,  by  the  Sheriff,  in  the  presence  of  the  pris- 
oner's counsel,  the  District  Attorney,  and  several  other  gentle- 
men. The  warrant  rc<iuircd  David  GUI,  High  Sheriff  of  the 
County  of  Chester,  to  cause  llic  sentence  of  Uic  Court  to  be 
executed  upon  U«ldenook-,  between  the  hours  of  ten  o'clock 
in  the  forenoon  and  three  in  the  afternoon  of  Thursday,  the 
1 2th  day  of  November,  1874. 

During  the  reading  the  prisoner  stood  with  bowed  head  and 
clasped  hands,  and  listened  with  seeming  attentive ness.  When 
the  SherifT  had  concluded,  tliat  officer  remarked  to  the  doomctl 
man.  "  I  hope  youll  be  prepared,"  to  which  the  prisoner  re- 
plied, "You  said  the  i2th  of  next  month?"  and  tlie  Sheriff 
responded.  "Yes."  "That."  said  Uddertook,  "is  just  four 
weeks  from  to-day.  I  am  thankhil  I  have  that  much  time 
given  me  to  prepare.  U  any  of  you  were  in  my  situation,  you 
would  think  this  time  very  short,  but  1  am  thankful  it  is  so 
k)iig — thankful  tliat  I  am  granted  sufficient  time  to  prepare  for 
the  worst.  I  suppose  those  who  husicd  themselves  in  working 
against  mc  thought  they  were  dischai^ng  their  dutj- — they  may 
have  been.  The  Governor,  I  suppose,  thought  he  did  his  duly: 
also  the  officers  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  State,  and  the 
Court  that  tried  me  here,  and  the  Commonw&ilth's  officers,  and 
the  insurance  agents — all  thought  they  were  performing  acts 
such  as  their  duties  demanded.  There  were  some  things  done 
falsely,  but  I  hold  no  malice  towards  any  one.  I  forgive  them 
all."  It  is  not  probable  these  were  the  exact  words  used  by 
Uddcrzook,  for  he  was  incapable  of  expressing  himself  so  coti- 
cisely.  Rut  they,  no  doubt,  faithfully  express  the  ideas  he 
intended  to  convey,  although  dressed  in  tlie  words  of  one  of 
his  auditors. 
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During  the  four  weeks  intervening  between  the  rcccpti()n  of 
his  dcath-warraiit  and  his  execution,  Ud<lcrzuuk  busied  liim- 
sclf  in  writing,  but  destroyed  his  majiuscripts  without  making 
public  their  contents.  He  wrote  letters  to  every  member  of 
his  family,  and  expressed  a  desire  to  make  a  speech  upon  the 
scaffold,  but  from  this  he  was  disituaded.  One  of  his  letters 
writlcu  tor  publication,  dated  October  igth,i874,andaddrcssed 
"To  the  world  and  my  loved  ones,"  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers of  that  date.  In  that  letter  he  says  (correcting  some 
errors  of  ortliography);  "  It  is  my  desire  that  my  remains  will 
rest  in  Baltimore,  if  not  in  the  same  lot,  at  least  in  tlie  same 
cemetery  with  Uiose  of  Mr.  W.  S.  Goss,  a  friend  ever  dear  to 
me,  that  our  bodies  may  return  to  the  mother  dust,  and  our 
spirits  may  mingle  together  on  the  bright,  simny  banks  of 
deliverance,  where  pleasures  never  end.  ...  I  hope  the  time 
is  not  far  distant  when  the  people  will  see  the  danger  of  pre- 
pared and  bought  testimony,  and  a  pre-arranged  design  aided 
by  thousands  of  dollars." 

He  reiterates  his  innocence;  and  intimates  to  his  "readers" 
an  obscure,  prophetic  alarm  as  to  wliat  the  insurance  companies 
will  do. 

The  execution  of  the  murderer  was  consummated  shortly 
after  noon  of  the  i  zlh  day  of  Novcnihcr.  1874.  It  was  attended 
with  the  least  possible  ceremony,  everything  being  conducted 
by  Sheriff  Gill  "  decently  and  in  order."  Udderzook  made  no 
allusion  to  his  guilt  or  innocence  while  upon  the  scaffuld,  nor 
did  he  appear  disconcerted  to  any  noticeable  extent 

He  died  manifesting  tlie  same  spirit  of  arrogance  that  had 
been  so  conspicuous  in  him  from  the  night  of  the  fire  on  the 
York  Road. 


ANGIE  STEWART,  THE  MURDERED  CHILD. 

On  the  evening  of  December  5,  1867,  a  fire  broke  out  in 
the  basement  of  a  frame  dwelling-house  in  tlie  village  of 
Canaan,  Columbia  County,  New  York.  As  other  dwellings 
were  in  close  proximity,  the  neighbors  hastened  to  tlie  burning 
building  in  response  to  the  alarm.  Tlie  house  was  unoccu- 
pied, excepting  the  basement  story,  which  had  been  rented 
temporarily  to  a  man  known  as  Joseph  Brown,  a  painter  by 
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trade,  who  recently  had  arrived  in  the  village,  and  who  was 
accompanied  by  a  woman,  "Josephine,"  whom  he  called  his 
wife,  and  a  httic  girl,  "  Angic,"  whom  he  called  his  daughter. 
The  fire  was  subdued  quickly,  having  been  confined  principally 
to  the  basement  pantry,  where  it  had  been  smuuhlering  M»mc 
time  before  discovery.  All  of  the  outside  dours  of  the  house 
were  found  to  be  locked,  and.  upon  effecting  a  forced  entrance 
into  the  basement  kitchen.  tJic  nciglibors  found  the  pantry  door 
tightly  closed.  After  getting  it  opened  and  extinguishing  the 
fire  therein,  the  dead  body  of  litUc  Angte  was  discovered 
underneath  a  pile  of  partially  bumc<l  rubbish.  Brown  and  his 
wife  wvTv  absent  at  a  neighboring  lionsc  at  the  time,  and  did  not 
reach  the  scene  of  the  fire  until  after  the  charred  remain!;  of 
the  little  girl  had  been  recovered,  and  the  fire  wholly  extin- 
guished. The  attendant  circumstances  were  so  questionalilc 
as  to  give  rise  to  startling  rumors,  but  these  finally  quieted 
down,  and  the  superficially  conducted  inquest  of  the  coroner 
gave  credence  to  a  generally  accepted  theory  that  the  child, 
while  temporarily  left  alone  in  the  house,  had  attempted  to  fill 
a  lighted  kerosene  oil  lamp,  which  had  exploded  and  caused 
her  death  by  burning.  Tlic  following  certificate  was  published 
soon  after  the  occurrence,  and  was  sufficient  to  divest  the  affair 
of  any  degree  of  public  interest  beyond  that  of  short-lived  pity 
for  "  poor  little  Angie." 

Canaan.  N.  Y..  Decern.  6(h.  1867. 
Tliis  is  to  certify  that  I  have  llii»  day  examined  tlic  luKly  of  .^ngic 
Brown,  by  order  of  the  Corontr  of  this  county  (Columbia),  »nd  find 
ihit  she  came  tu  her  death  by  rea.son  of  fire  communicated  to  ber 
clothing  and  other  combustible  matter  to  me  unknown,  which  fire 
was  sufficient  to  cause  her  <lcalh.  Azariaii  jtiD&os,  M.  D. 

But  tlie  matter  was  destined  not  to  rest  here.  Brown  caused 
the  child's  remains  to  be  boxed  up  (or  burial  and  removed  to 
Granby,  Connecticut,  the  place  of  his  wife's  former  home.  In 
company  with  his  wife  he  left  Canaan  for  Granby,  stopping  ^n 
rmitc  in  Wcstficld,  Massachusetts,  where  they  visited  a  law>-er's 
office  and  made  up  formal  and  affirmative  proofs  of  loss  under 
an  accident  insurance  policy,  and  forwarded  their  claim  by 
mail  to  the  Traveleni  Insurance  Company.  It  appeared  that 
the  child  bad  been  insured  against  deatli  by  accident,  in  the 
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Slim  of  $5,000,  for  the  benefit  of  Josq>h  Brown,  the  insurance 
being  for  the  term  of  three  mtinths,  antl  was  written  at  the 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  agency  of  the  comiany.  under  dale  of  Sep- 
tember 10.  1867.  The  mysterious  circumstances  surrounding 
the  child's  death  were  rccallrd  under  the  hght  uf  this  claim  to 
recover  tlic  insurance,  and  the  company,  having  its  attention 
directed  to  the  affair,  was  not  slow  to  investigate  it. 

It  was  ascertained  that  Brown  had  come  from  Dayton,  Ohio, 
where  he  was  known  as  Joseph  Barney,  and  the  woman  as  his 
wife,  Josephine  Baniey.  Tliey  had  hved  in  Dayton  se\'eral 
months,  where  Barney,  alias  Brown,  had  worked  at  his  trade, 
that  of  painter.  It  was  further  learned  that  the  little  girl  Angic 
was  the  daughter  of  a  Mrs.  Stewart,  a  respectable  widow,  resid- 
ing in  Dayton,  and  that  the  Barneys  had  obtained  possession 
of  the  child  on  the  17th  of  September,  with  the  consent  of 
Mrs.  Stewart,  for  the  purpose  of  accompanying  Mrs.  Barney 
on  a  trip  to  Connecticut  and  return.  Taking  Angic  Stewart 
with  them,  the  Barneys  went  from  Dayton  to  Cleveland,  where 
they  obtained  insurance,  under  the  name  of  Brown,  upon  Jose- 
phine and  Angic  in  the  sum  of  $5,000  each;  thence  they  went 
to  Canaan,  Kcw  York,  where  they  boarded  for  a  while,  and 
there  rented  the  basement  story  of  the  house  wherein  the  fire 
was  discovered  shortly  afterwards,  as  has  been  related. 

Further  developments  and  revelations  led  to  tlic  arrest  of 
Brown  and  his  wife,  who  were  brought  from  Granby  to  Hart- 
ford, and  lodged  in  jail.  Subsequently,  on  a  requisition  from 
the  Governor  of  New  York,  they  were  taken  to  Hudson,  where 
bills  of  indictment  were  found  against  Brown  for  the  double 
crime  of  arson  and  murder,  and  his  trial  ^vas  fixed  for  the  April 
term  of  Court. 

The  trial  of  Joseph  Brown  commenced  April  13,  1868,  and 
tlie  first  witness  called  was  Mrs.  Mary  H.  Steivart,  who  testified 
tliat  she  resided  in  Da>'ton,  Ohio,  and  that  she  wa.i  the  mother 
of  Angeline  Stewart,  whose  age  was  t^vclvc  years.  Witness 
recognized  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  and  his  wife,  having  known 
them  in  Dayton  for  a  period  of  five  or  six  months  as  Joseph 
and  Josephine  Barney.  They  left  tlic  house  of  witness  in 
Dayton,  on  the  iTth  of  September,  taking  .Angic  with  them. 
They  said  tliey   were  going  to  Cleveland  first,  wliere  they 
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purchase  a  suit  of  clothes  (or  Josq»hinc  and  Angie  each, 
and  after  remaining  in  Cleveland  a  few  clays,  they  were  thea 
going  to  New  York.  Barney  said  lie  ^va5  going  to  seek  work, 
and  would  return  to  Dayton  after  bcin^  absent  three  weeks,- 
while  Josephine  was  going  on  lo  Hartford  witli  •■Vngic;  but,  if 
Angie  should  become  homesick,  he  would  bring  her  back  to 
witness  when  he  rctumeiL  It  was  further  agreed  with  Barney, 
that,  upon  his  return  to  Dayton  and  until  hts  wife's  return,  he 
was  to  board  with  witness.  Josephine  was  intending  to  take 
another  little  prl  instead  of  Angie,  but  that  girl  was  taken  sick, 
and  then  the  Barneys  pressed  urgently  for  Angie,  saying  she 
would  be  back  in  a  short  time.  After  much  entreaty,  witness 
consented,  "  little  thinking  it  would  be  as  it  is! " 

On  cr<>5* -examination,  Mrs.  Stewart  futthcr  testified  that  the 
Barneys  wanted  Angie  to  call  them  fatlier  and  mother,  saying 
they  thought  it  would  be  nice  in  travelling.  Witness  told  tticTn 
the  girl  was  too  old  to  call  them  father  and  mother,  l)ut  finally 
consented  to  their  request,  though  she  did  not  tell  the  child  to 
so  call  them.  They  did  not  speak  of  adopting  Angie.  Mrs. 
Barney  represented  to  witness  that  she  wanted  her  as  a  com- 
panion, saying  that  men  sometimes  were  uncivil  to  a  woman 
travelling  alone,  and  with  a  child  accompanying  her,  people 
would  know  she  was  married.  When  speaking  of  their  return 
from  their  Eastern  trip,  tlie  Barneys  said  to  witness,  "  Mother, 
when  wc  come  back,  we  will  keep  the  house  for  you.  and  keep 
it  well,  too.'* 

'riic  testimony  of  the  succeeding  witnesses  occupied  several 
days,  and  was  comprehensive  and  conclusive.  It  was  sIiowtj 
that  when  Brown  left  the  house  to  rejoin  his  wife,  who  had  gone 
to  make  a  neighborly  call,  in  conformity  with  their  arrange- 
ments, he  locked  the  outer  doors;  that  the  door  of  the  pantry 
in  which  the  child's  body  was  discovered  openwl  out^s-ardly 
and  adhered  at  the  bottom,  and  that  it  could  not  have  been 
pulled  tightly  shut,  as  it  was  found,  from  the  inside;  that  as  the 
thin  dress  she  wore — which  wzs  minutely  described — was  in- 
si'fficicnt  for  combustion,  other  materials,  obtained  by  splitting 
the  shelving  of  the  pantry,  remnants  of  which  were  found,  were 
added,  and  these  had  been  saturated,  apparently,  with  the  in- 
flammable fluids  with  which  painters  are  familiar;  that  volun- 
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tary  imprisonment  in  the  form  and  manner  as  described  in 
which  littli.-  An^K  was  found,  was  impossible;  that  if  her  dress 
had  taken  fire  from  the  explosion  of  a  liphtcd  lamp  while  refill- 
ing it,  the  natural  impulse  to  scream  for  aid,  and,  if  possible,  to 
escape  from  the  building,  vrould  have  demonstratt-d  itself  in  an 
obvious  way;  and  that  the  lamp  (beory  was  disproved  by  the 
fact  that  Angle  liad  been  using  a  candle.  Her  young  friend, 
Harriet  Silvcmail,  who  lived  in  the  next  house,  called  in  l>c- 
twccn  half-past  six  and  seven  o'clock  in  the  evening  to  invite 
her  to  go  to  a  prayer-niecting.  Angic  was  eating  her  supper, 
and  a  candle,  about  half  consumed,  which  attracted  Ifarriet's 
observation,  was  burning  on  the  table.  Angle  excused  herself 
from  going  to  meeting  on  the  plea  that  "  her  father  and  mother 
were  going  away."  That  was  the  last  interview  with  any  one 
but  her  nuirdcrcrs. 

Early  in  the  investigation  of  this  case  the  chamxl  remains 
were  exhumed  and  carefully  examined  by  three  physicians,  who, 
in  their  evidence  during  the  trial,  concurred  in  the  opinion  that 
death  took  place  before  fire  was  applied  to  the  body.  This 
opinion  was  based,  mainly,  upon  the  apiiearance  of  the  trachea 
or  windpipe,  and  the  upper  portion  of  the  lungs,  which  were 
found  to  be  free  from  the  evidences  of  irritation  which  would 
have  existed  if  the  child  liad  respired  heated  air,  The  body 
appeared  to  have  been  burned  while  in  a  sitting  posture,  upon 
the  floor,  the  seat  being  the  only  portion  unbumcd.  The  skin 
covering  this  unbumet;!  portion  was  found  to  be  in  a  perfectly 
natural  condition,  while  the  partially  bnnied  doiliing  and  re- 
mains gave  a  strong  and  unmistakable  odor  of  turpentine. 

It  was  also  in  evidence  that,  upon  the  annoimcemcnt  of  the 
tragic  fate  of  Angic  to  Brown  and  his  wife,  by  their  neighbors, 
Mrs.  Brown  could  not  conceal  hcrbnital  indilTerencc.  while  the 
cold  and  cruel-hearted  Brown's  attempt  to  faint  without  pallor 
of  countenance,  and  Ins  pretence  of  emotion,  were  so  ineffectual 
as  to  provoke  comments  of  incredulity  and  displeasure.  Dr. 
Judson.  who  keenly  i)itied  them,  was  obliged  to  say  that 
he  "  saw  tio  manifestations  of  grief,  no  tears  shed."  It  was 
shown,  too,  that  in  conversations  with  their  acquaintances,  the 
insurance  idea  was  uppermost  in  their  minds.  Mrs.  Provost, 
for  instance,  testified:  "Josephine  said  she  could  get  my  life 
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insured,  or  anything  I  had,  and  I  would  be  none  the  wiser;  and 
if  I  should  die,  she  could  get  the  insurance  money  in  spite  ot 
anybody."  Josephine  was  free  tu  declare  that  slic  herself  had 
been  insured,  but  tauliuusly  concealed  the  fact  of  the  sirtiul- 
taneou:i  iiisuruncc  of  Angie.  Moreover,  it  was  shown  that  their 
purpose  was  to  invest  the  sum,  to  be  fraudulently  obiaincd.  in 
the  purchase  of  a  fami,  and  thai  Brown  was  already  negotiating- 
with  Mr.  Bucll  for  such  purchase.  Brown  offered  Uuell  $5poo 
for  his  fami,  and  said  to  Che  witness  "  he  would  show  the  peo- 
ple of  Canaan  that  he  would  tiave  the  money.  Josephine  play- 
hilly  boxed  his  cars  and  said,  'Yes,  niaybc  $io.ooa'"  He 
also  liad  been  in  conference  witli  Mr.  Williams,  proprietor  of  a 
hotel  in  Canaan,  about  buying  that  place.  .Mr.  Williams  fixetl 
Uie  price  at  $3,ooo>,  and  told  Brown  that  he  \s'Ould  make  the 
jiayments  easy.  In  reply  Brown  said  that,  if  he  bought,  he 
would  pay  all  cash. 

It  is  also  v,x)rth  while  to  recur  to  a  portion  of  the  testimony 
of  the  Hartford  lieutenant  of  police,  who  despatched  an  offi- 
cer for  the  arrest  of  tlie  Browns,  and  who  said  that  they  were 
brought  to  the  station-house  in  Hartford  ajid  placed  in  difTcrent 
cells.  That  night,  while  they  were  in,  their  cells,  he  heard  a 
conversation  going  on  between  them,  of  which  he  made  a 
memorandum  in  writing  at  the  time,  as  follows:  "Joe,  Joe; 
evcrj'body  has  gone  home,  and  it  is  almost  light;  I  told  the 
officers  all  I  knew  about  the  child."  Brown  said,  "  You  had 
better  go  to  sleep  and  not  say  another  word  till  after  we  have 
sent  for  a  lawyer."  She  said,  "Jeffrey  Phelps  wilt  be  here  in 
the  morning;  I  told  tlie  officer  I  first  saw  the  child  in  Dayton, 
now  remember  that;  and  that  you  were  in  the  country  at  the 
time;  that  you  had  been  the  father  of  two  chilrlren,  and  one 
had  died,  and  that  you  were  a  kind  father."  Bmwn  said,  "You 
keep  still  till  we  see  a  lawyer;  go  to  sleep  now."  She  said. 
"  I  can't,  but  ril  try.  I  told  him  you  kcj)!  those  policies  in 
that  coat-pocket — the  coat  you  had  on  in  Wcstficld;  the  coat 
you  bought  in  Ohio — do  you  understand?"  Brown  said, 
"Yes."  She  said.  "Well,  remember."  .^t  this  stage  of  the 
conversation  the  lieutenant  interrupted  her  and  told  her  to 
stop  talking,  or  he  would  place  her  in  a  dark  cell. 

The   lieutenant   subsequently   had   a   long   interview   with 


Brown,  and  the  conversation  was  fully  reported  and  read  in 
court.  Brown's  answers  to  questions  propounded  proved  to 
be  a  tissue  of  falsehoods.  He  said,  for  instance,  that  he  left  a 
former  wife,  whom  lie  represented  as  Angle's  mother,  in  Can- 
ada, because  of  licr  habitual  intoxication;  and  that  she  after- 
wards died  in  Montreal,  ftobably  llie  only  tnithful  remark 
he  made  was,  upon  reaJizing  his  situation.  "  1  have  told  the 
insuraaicc  company  that  1  would  give  them  the  policy  if  they 
would  let  rae  go." 

The  defense  was  unable  to  produce  any  evidence  to  satisfac- 
torily explain  away  the  fearful  position  in  which  Brown  had 
been  placed  by  the  prosecution.  The  learned  and  able  counsel 
for  the  prisoner  did  the  best  that  could  be  done  with  the 
slender  materials  at  hia  command.  Mrs.  Lydia  Fox  was  called 
to  say  that  she  resided  in  Granby,  Cunnecticul,  and  was  the 
mother  oi  Mrs.  Josephine  Brown,  who  was  married  to  the 
prifiuner  two  years  previously;  and  that  she  never  knew  of  their 
going  by  any  otlicr  naintr  than  that  of  Brown.  On  cro.is- 
examination  it  appeared  that  she  had  no  knowledge  of  their 
marriage  other  than  that  she  had  seen  an  announcement  of  such 
marriage  in  soirie  neiflispaper;  and  that  she  had  never  seen 
Brown  until  the  time  he  came  to  Granby  with  Josephine,  for 
the  purpose  of  interring  the  remains  of  Angie.  Furtliermore, 
a  letter  from  Mrs.  Fox  to  Josephine  was  produced,  wherein  it 
appeared  that  the  witness  "  had  heard  Josephine  was  not  mar- 
ried to  Brown." 

Mr.  Drownc,  called  by  the  defense,  said  that  Brown  worked 
for  hini  on  the  forenoon  of  the  day  of  the  fire;  quit  about  twelve 
o'clock,  and  quit  because  he  had  finished  his  job  of  work.  A 
few  witnesses  were  interrogated  with  an  effort  to  show  that  the 
alleged  fainting  fit  of  Brown  was  real,  and  not  feigned;  that  the 
heap  of  charred  rubbish  found  upon  the  dead  body  of  the  child 
was  occasioned  by  knocking  down  the  pantry  partition;  and 
that  the  pantiy  door  which  swung  into  the  kitchen  was  not 
difficult  to  open,  although  "  it  had  settled  from  the  top,  and 
only  by  pushing  hanl.  or  by  ])utting  tlie  foot  against  it  at  the 
bottom,  would  it  cro\vtl  shut" 

Tlie  learned  counsel  then  addressed  the  jury  in  behalf  of  the 
prisoner,  going  over  Uie  evidence  In  detail  and  at  great  length. 
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He  assailc*!  the  evidence  of  the  medical  experts  who  hatl  testi- 
fied, devoting  much  time  to  shuw  that  it  hsd  not  Ix-cii  ]n-orcd 
Uiat  the  child  was  dead  befure  burning.  Kc  called  the  jur)''s 
attention  to  the  (act  that  there  was  plenty  of  evidence  to  explain 
the  death  of  tlic  child  upon  the  idea  that  she  had  set  herself  on 
fire  accidentally,  by  suinc  mysteriuus  means;  she  had  a  light; 
she  had  explosive  materialis;  every  requisite  f<ir  the  prniiiiction 
of  the  effects  which  were  prt«luccd.  He  remarke<l  thai  much 
had  been  said  by  the  District  Attorney,  in  his  opening  state- 
ment, about  the  motive  of  Itrown  to  commit  murder.  Ilmwn 
had  a  policy  of  insurance  upon  Angie's  life  for  $5,000,  which  he 
suppo&ed  would  come  to  him  in  case  of  death;  but  if  he  had 
such  an  idea,  it  was  a  mistaken  one.  He  had  no  insurable 
interest  in  the  child,  and  the  insurance  was,  of  course,  null 
and  void.  "Motives,"  said  the  counsel,  "exist  in  regard  to 
everything.  No  man  does  anjlhing  without  motive,  and  the 
only  motive  established  here  was  that  Brown,  perhaps,  believed 
at  the  time  he  took  the  policy,  that  he  would  reap  the  benefit 
in  case  of  Angic's  death.  Motives  arc  always  looked  for,  be- 
cause you  cannot  ordinarily  convict  vvithout  a  motive.  Tt  i» 
unreasonable  to  suppose  that  a  person  in  sound  mind  will  com- 
mit homicide  without  a  motive.  7l  does  not  follow,  because 
there  is  a  possible  motive  found,  that  the  person  did  actually 
commit  the  homicide.  You  must  have  proof  to  convict  Joseph 
Brown,  as  though  there  was  entire  absence  of  motive  for  the 
crime." 

Attorney-General  Champlain  followed  in  an  able  argument 
from  which  we  select  the  following  striking  paragraphs; 

The  learned  counsel  ha»  been  iilcased  to  refer  to  the  subject  of 
motive.  What  is  the  theory  of  th«  motive?  Th«  child  was  obtained 
(or  the  purpose  of  promrinB  insurance  upon  her  lite.  She  was  car< 
ried  to  a  remote  and  comparatively  secluded  place,  with  a  view  of 
■ccuHuR  this  money.  If  the  motive  existed,  a  predetermined  purpose 
to  perpclraic  ihi«  crime  initsi  have  exinltrd:  beeaiiiic.  the  iiistani  the 
motive  fails,  then  the  crime  is  dismissed  with  it;  and  the  int^tnnt  you 
determine  by  the  proof  in  the  case  a  motive  is  established,  it  ceases 
lo  be  the  motive  unless  coupled  with  the  desi^.  By  takinu  the 
child's  life  and  obtaining  the  money,  the  motive  reflects  upon  the 
intention,  the  intention  upon  (he  motive.  Both  throw  a  perspective 
light  forward  and  back  to  the  period  when  the  crime  was  committed, 
and  tend  to  demonstrate  its  actual  commission. 
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Go  with  IRC  to  Daytoo,  and  trace  ihc  hi&lor;  ol  these  people,  and 
sec  il  there  is  a  motive.  These  pcrstms  au-  pwor  They  are  irav- 
cliiiK  from  place  to  place;  c&st  hither  and  thither,  why  do  they  seek 
to  adopt  a  ctiild?  We  know  ilmx  persons  of  aftceiioiiatc  dispoMlion 
>nd  in  allluciil  lircuiMstanccs,  pergons  oi  kind  hearts,  oitcn  adopt 
chililrcc  and  incorporate  thetil  into  their  families.  Here  arc  persons 
whom  counsel  lolls  yuu  are  driven  (roin  pillnr  to  po«t — why  should 
they  adopt  and  add  additional  burthen  to  llicir  expense? 

It  was  not  their  purpose  to  incorporate  any  one  into  their  lamily 
permanently,  and  the  idea  that  they  intended  to  add  any  one  to  their 
household  is  dismissed  by  the  fact  of  ihcir  shifting  so  suddenly  trom 
tlic  child  they  first  intended  to  lake.  You  recollect  another  child  had 
been  selected,  nnd  money  sent  by  the  Browns  with  which  to  furnish 
some  article  of  apparel.  The  money  was  returned  with  the  word 
that  Ihc  Rirl  wax  »ick.  and  could  not  accompany  thcni;  and  in  one 
instant  they  shift  to  this  little  child  of  Mrs,  Stewart.  It  was  not 
afffttien.  It  was  not  {(me  for  the  first  child  they  intended  to  take. 
It  was  fwlity.  It  was  lor  some  purpose  as  yet,  perhaps,  undeveloped. 
In  an  initlant  It  is  arranged  ili.it  this  chtld  Angie  ik  to  go  and  take 
the  place  of  the  one  they  had  intended  to  take, 

Let  03  view  the  arrangement  under  which  ihe  child  is  taken.  The 
story  of  the  man  is  thai  he  is  going  on  with  his  family,  and  that  liis 
wife  is  to  remain  at  her  mother's,  in  Connecticut,  ior  three  months. 
He  is  to  be  gone  two  or  three  weeks,  and  then  return.  If  the  child 
is  homesick,  he  is  to  bring  it  back  with  him.  He  says.  "  Mother,  I 
will  come  back  and  keep  house  with  you.  and  keep  it  well,  too."  He 
laid  out  the  precise  arratigcmeni  under  which  he  received  the  child 
(rom  Mrs.  Stewart.  They  look  the  child  under  that  arrangcmcnL 
Tliey  are  lo  write  back,  and  if  the  girl  is  homesick,  she  is  to  be 
returned  in  three  weeks;  and  if  not  homesick,  she  is  lo  remain  with 
Mrs.  Brown  fur  three  raonlhs.  Yuu  will  remember  the  awkward 
excuse,  as  the  reason,  "'  that  a  lady  traveling  upon  the  cars  is  liable 
to  insult,  and  that  if  a  child  were  along,  people  would  sec  she  was  a 
married  woman.*' 

After  having  compromised  Mrs.  Stewart  sufficiently  to  gain  her 
consent  to  the  child's  going  along,  they  present  ihcmsctvcs  at  Cleve- 
land— and  where  is  the  first  place  you  hear  of  them?  At  an  insurance 
office.  What  are  they  there  for?  To  insure  the  life  of  the  child  lor 
$5,000.  How  do  they  insure  her?  As  their  daughter.  T1>e  woman, 
Josephine,  signv  the  application,  and  it  was  done  in  the  husband's 
presence,  as  he  did  not  write-  They  represent  to  the  insurance  agent 
that  Mr.  Brown  is  to  remain  there,  and  the  wife  and  daughter  are  to 
travel;  that  he  wants  insurance  for  three  months,  Why  did  he  take 
the  insurance  upon  the  wife?  Tt  was  to  elude  suspicion  then  and 
there.  If  he  had  come  there  to  insure  the  Hie  of  hi*  child,  and  said 
that  the  child  was  10  travel,  an  inciiiiry  would  have  been  instituted, 
and  he  would  have  had  10  acknowledge  it  was  tc»  travel   with   its 
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mother,  and  the  question  would  have  arisen,  "  Why  not  insuw  the 
mother? "  She  was  lo  be  exposed  to  the  same  duiKcrs  as  the  child; 
and  ui  lull  that  agent  into  »curity,  he  wai  obliged  to  lake  an  insur- 
ance upon  the  h(c  of  his  wife.  He  obtains  this  insuranec  under  a 
false  statement  ol  facts.  From  the  hour  he  left  Dayton  he  com- 
menced obtiierating  his  tracks.  He  had  agreed  to  write  lo  Angle's 
mother;  but,  in  order  to  carry  out  this  plot,  he  wished  to  cut  off  all 
communication  between  the  child  and  mother,  and  if  the  plot  was 
eontummated.  in  the  future  no  irace  would  be  given  by  which  she 
eould  find  her  child.  White  Mrs.  Stewart  knew  ihcm  only  as  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Barnejr.  the  insurance  had  been  obtained  in  the  name  of 
Brown,  and  iJwy  thereby  dcslioycd  the  prububility  of  tracing  them. 

Tlicy  slop  at  Canaan.  They  there  rem  a  linusc  for  a  month.  Per- 
haps thai  is  well  enough  as  an  experiment,  hut  it  proves  the  transitory 
character  of  their  purposes.  It  proves  they  have  but  alighted 
in  this  village;  they  hold  ihemnelves  in  readiness  lor  an  early  de- 
parture. They  live  there  until  December.  And  now  here  is  this 
couple — pAor  and  penniless:  birds  of  passage,  restine  for  a  stiort 
period  in  this  place  and  that — brought  up.  at  length,  in  ibis  village. 
He  has  house,  lodging,  and  abundance  of  work,  and  yet,  in  the  dark 
days  of  Dcccmbpr,  as  the  winter  is  descending  from  the  north,  you 
find  these  people  making  all  the  preparations  for  another  departure. 
They  are  about  to  leave  this  viUagc.  never  to  return. 

We  will  xhow  by  the  circum.ttances  which  surround  this  case,  what 
(he  purpose  was  (or  which  they  entered  upon  this  plot  A  box  is 
despatched  by  express  to  Granby.  Connecticut.  It  contains  more  or 
less  of  the  clothing  of  the  wife,  some  of  the  prisoner's,  and  some 
other  articles.  What  else  do  we  sec?  We  6nd  that,  on  the  morning 
of  the  day  of  the  fire,  this  woman,  in  "  (nil  dress,"  takes  the  cars, 
tnd  goes  front  Canaan  to  Chatham.  Where  is  her  husband?  At 
work  at  Drownc's.  His  job  is  finished  at  noon.  He  is  seen  to  go 
into  his  house  with  his  painter's  clothes  on.  and  to  come  out  with 
his  "  good  clothes  "  on.  Ue  goes  around  to  one  of  the  shops  and 
talks  about  gold  leaf,  and  about  procuring  some  (o  paint  sleighs. 
Where  is  his  job  of  work  upon  sleighs?  Mark  this,  for  it  lends  to 
show  a  lie. 

We  must  proceed  cautioutly,  and  exercise  our  circumspection,  and 
weigh  it  well,  and  sec  i(  wc  can  falhoin  his  motive  and  dcsigit.  In 
the  evening  his  wife  comes,  and  he  meets  her  at  the  railway  station. 
They  go  home  and  there  eat  supper.  The  iitltc  girl  is  at  supper  witli 
ihcm,  and  in  good  health.  Sonic  time  duriiiH  the  evening  this  woman 
leaves  the  house,  goinf;  away  alone;  and  every  person  knows  that 
when  these  people  left  il]:it  house.  the>-  had  left  it  forever;  they  never 
inienrted  to  lis-r  there  any  more.  Af.  a  liabitaiion  (or  them,  they  had 
turned  their  back  upon  it  for  the  fast  time.  The  woman  was  the 
first  to  go.  and  the  prisoner  was  the  last  person  to  leave  that  house 
alive. 
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Before  proceeding  with  the  history  o1  this  exiraordinary  case,  there 
irc  cirenmstances  to  which  1  will  call  attention,  I  have  said  the 
motive  was  inseparably  connected  with  the  intcntioa,  and  w'lr  versa. 
Now,  note  the  converj,ntioii  iii  the  presence  of  Edna  Williams. 
Browa  had  been  negotiating  for  the  purcluisc  of  the  Bucll  Earm,  (or 
which  the  vtim  of  $5,000  is  <tsked.  Brown  says.  '*  I  will  show  the 
people  of  Canaan  I  will  have  $5,000  in  money;"  and  his  wife  then 
playfully  cuflcd  his  cars  and  said.  "  Yes,  Joe.  and  maybe  $io.ooq" 
Then  the  conversation  about  buying  the  hotel.  He  was  not  par- 
ticular as  to  time;  he  would  pay  money  down.  These  transactions 
are  coupled  inseparably  wiih  the  obtaining  of  the  child,  and  the  whole 
history  of  this  matter,  down  to  the  present  time-  This  woman  talks 
to  Mrs.  Provoat,  and  dilates  upon  the  subject  of  insurance,  telling 
her  that  her  own  li£e  is  insured— ^thal  one  could  insure  anybody's  life, 
and  ffct  the  money  when  death  occurred.  It  shows  what  was  the 
all-absorbing  thought  that  w^is  levcjllini;  in  their  minds.  And  did 
you  notice  how,  with  a  woman's  subilcty,  she  omitted  to  mention  the 
fact  tlial  tile  life  of  the  little  ttirl  was  insured? 

After  reviewing  other  points  to  show  the  connection  between 
the  motive  and  the  purpose,  the  Attorney-General  continued 
thus: 

n  you  follow  lip  the  evidence,  you  will  see  from  this  instant  these 
parties  entered  uyou  another  course  which  always  indicates  crime. 
Wc  have  traced  them  as  to  the  motive  and  intention  as  gathered  from 
their  acts,  and  we  will  show  you  that  they  entered  upon  a  conceal* 
ment  of  the  crime  from  the  instant  of  its  occurrence.  Pretence  is 
made  ihat  ihlu  child  is  hitt  own;  that  it  is  flesh  of  hi:;  llesh.  blood  o( 
hit  blood,  Why  does  he  say  this?  There  is  an  awful  significance  in 
the  pertinacity  with  which  lhi&  man  and  woman  clung  together  before 
the  people  of  Canaan,  and  pretended  that  thic  man  was  the  father  of 
the  child.  \Vlicn  Brown  look  the  rcmaini  of  the  little  girl  in  that 
box.  and  delivered  them  to  that  old.  gray-haired  sexton,  that  secret 
would  have  been  buried  with  that  child;  but  the  rampart  u(  innocence 
with  which  he  had  surrounded  himselF  was  broken  down.  So  long  ai 
he  could  keep  people  impre»ed  with  the  belief  that  this  was  his 
child,  he  was  safe.  He  knew  that  Nature  and  N'aiurc's  God  would 
aibhor  such  a  crime.  That  is  why  he  told  Mr.  Baiterson  that  she  was 
his  child,  and  that  the  mother  was  a  drunken  woman  whom  he  had 
left  in  conseiinence  of  her  pernicious  habits,  and  that  she  had  died  iti 
Canada  long  since.  He  was  bound  to  impress  people  that  he  was 
the  real  father,  and  then  suspicion  would  sleep.  Me  felt  thai  the 
tide  of  generous  sympathy  would  flow,  and  they  would  believe  hi* 
innocence. 

The  Attorney-General  then  commented  with  deserved  se- 
verity upon  the  indecent  haste  with  whicli  the  wrctdics  applied 
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for  the  insurance  money,  before  the  burial  of  the  child;  and 
their  deliberate  perjury  in  the  affidavits  taken  before  their 
attorney  in  Westfield,  Mass.,  when  making  up  the  [jreliiniiiary 
proofs  under  tlie  insurance  policy.  After  a  scatliiiig  comntent 
upon  their  inirpose  to  conceal  the  crime,  as  iiiaiiifcsted  by 
their  conduct  and  convcraalion  while  in  jail  at  Hartford,  he 
proceeded; 

We  brought  him  tack  to  Canaan,  and  lowarctg  bfm,  «t  every  siep 
of  tlic  pailiway,  is  ftlicd  back  from  this  fire  a  rcficclcd  glow  of  guilt. 
Let  mr  call  attention  to  a  (cw  of  ihc  surround ing  circumstances,  in 
the  order  in  which  they  occur  upon  the  night  of  the  fire.  This 
woman  first  goes  to  Williams's,  for  a  nriKhborly  call.  Slie  slates  that 
her  husband  come  wtih  her,  but  had  Ktopped  at  the  door  to  tnElc  with 
a  man.  That  is  shown  to  be  iaUc  by  liis  own  confession  to  Packard. 
They  had  never  visited  at  William*'*  before;  she  had  called  simply 
on  errands.  Presently  this  man  presents  himself  in  a  hurried  manner, 
and  remains  in  the  room  with  the  woman.  Now  an  alarm  i.s  heard. 
Mr,  Drourne  was  at  the  fire  at  the  first  alarm,  and,  with  the  neighbors, 
tried  the  front  door,  and  iinally  broke  it  in,  and  tore  down  the 
pantry  partition.  Where  is  Brown?  After  the  dead  body  had  been 
discovered  and  placed  upon  a  blanket  outside  of  Ihc  house — after  the 
fire  was  extinguished  and  cverylhinx  concluded,  Brown  is  seen  com- 
ing towards  the  house.  View  hid  aetiimx  when  he  reaches  the  place. 
He  rushes  into  the  house  in  the  direction  of  the  pantry  where  thi» 
body  has  been  found.  No  needtc  ever  pointed  more  unerringly  to 
the  pole  than  this  man,  thrown  off  his  guard,  pointed  to  the  place 
where  he  knew  these  remains  had  been  deposited. 

In  Ihc  cast  end  of  this  pantry  what  do  you  find?  Wc  will  not 
consider  this  case  upon  what  was  not  seen,  but  upon  what  is  proved. 
There  was  found  a  pile  of  charred  coal,  from  twelve  to  eighteen  inches 
deep.  The  heap  is  measured,  and  found  to  contain  eight  bushel»— 
•nd  under  that  pile  is  found  the  charred  remains  of  the  Utile  girl. 
The  outer  door  is  locked,  and  the  key  is  gone.  The  inner  door  is 
fastened.  The  door  was  tried  three  times  and  an  axe  fin.tlly  wa» 
brought  into  rcquisitton.  In  that  pile  arc  unburiied  pieces  of  kindling 
wood.  The  prisoner,  speaking  through  his  counsel,  say?:  "This  is 
an  accidental  death:  the  lamp  has  exploded;  it  is  easily  explained." 
Miss  Silvcrnail  swears  thai  a  candle  was  in  use  that  nighL  Which 
do  you  believe? 

The  lamp  is  found  with  iu  top  tightly  tcrcwed  on.  Now.  briiiK 
into  the  jury-box  your  experience  and  knowledge  of  the  analogy  of 
things.  Suppose  she  had  undertaken  to  fill  this  lamp;  that  it  had 
taken  fire:  what  would  she  hare  done?  The  testimony  is  that  her 
clothes  were  light — a  thin,  ealico  dress.  Wilh  a  child's  impdlse.  she 
would  have  shrieked  for  help.    Apply  your  common  sense  and  judg- 
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fn«ni.  It  i»  human  rslure  to  call  (or  help.  No  cry  is  heard,  although 
&  house  is  within  t worn y- seven  feet  of  this  place.  To  what  txtcnt 
was  the  child's  body  burned?  In  your  iiiinil's  eye  bring  it  before  you 
— one-half  of  the  head  burned  ofi;  face  entirely  diahtjurcd;  the  jaw 
easily  mashed  between  (he  thumb  and  finger;  arms  burned  off;  one 
lower  limb  gone;  the  liver  baked.  How  was  this  body  thus  btirned? 
The  counsel  and  the  accused  conic  with  the  theory  chat  it  was  the 
expluKion  of  the  lanip;  Ihc  clothe?  Inking  firir:  and  then  the  child  was 
buried  and  hurncd  in  this  heap,  and  burned  in  the  inanrer  which  had 
been  described  in  the  report  of  the  autopsy.  What  an  awlul.  concen- 
trated heat  must  have  been  applied  to  that  body,  to  bake  it  as  it  w-aal 

Where  were  the  pantry  shelves?  Bat  one  or  two  shelves  were  left 
upon  the  weit  end.  while  three  sides  of  the  pantry  had  been  shelved. 
Where  were  the  missing  ones?  It  sh&ws  human  agency  there,  Whose 
hand  removed  those  shelves?  Where  did  this  pile  of  charred  coals 
and  kindlings  come  from?  These  arc  questions  you  cannot  shake  off 
under  the  eloquence  of  the  counsel  to-day. 

The  pantry  door  tvas  fastened — t  care  not  how.  Bcale  swears  that 
t)ie  door  would  entch  at  the  bottom,  nnd  was  loose  at  the  lop.  Who 
fastened  it?  Human  agency  again.  Who  was  the  archiicci  of  this 
ruin?  Was  it  the  child?  Need  she  hold  up  those  handtess  stumps 
to  say  it  was  not  she?  The  murderer  cut  the  shelves,  and  piled  up 
the  fagots]  Closinif  the  pantry  door,  he  fled  from  the  house  through 
the  cellar  door,  and  l)elaking  himself  away  with  all  he  possessed  in  the 
world,  awaited  the  catastrophe. 

Counsel  thinks  tt  strange  this  hre  was  so  long  in  kindling.  Mrs. 
Gordinier  passed  close  to  this  building.  It  vras  dark,  and  she  saw 
in  uneven.  Jlickering  light.  The  pantry  window  was  of  only  three 
panes,  and  dirty  at  that.  The  rain  had  spattered  the  din  up  upon  the 
window,  and  that  obscured  the  light.  The  front  part  of  the  house 
was  all  shrouded  in  darkness.  Why  did  not  the  fire  burn?  The 
pantry  door  was  closed:  walls  upon  three  sides:  plaster  ceiling  over- 
head; the  fire  was  smothered  and  the  room  filled  with  snioke.  The 
fire  stniKgled,  and  He  who  holds  the  elements  in  His  hand  would  not 
permit  the  Dame  to  do  the  atrocious  work  it  was  intended  to  do. 
The  very  means  the  murderer  took  to  conceal  his  crime  was  the 
instrument  of  his  detection.  The  bottoms  of  the  shelves  were  charred; 
the  edges  of  the  cloth  were  burned,  showing  fire  had  been  built  in 
the  room.    These  are  facts,  not  doubl.s. 

The  last  link  is  complete  in  (he  ftdamnntine  chain  that  will  drag 
this  man  to  the  scalTold.  Whether  the  remains  of  the  dead  are  dug 
up.  even  if  forty  nr  fifty  years  have  transpired,  it  but  a  handful  ol 
ashes  can  be  louiid,  nnd  there  is  a  suspicion  that  the  deceased  died 
by  poison,  the  learned  men  of  their  profession  will  take  those  ashes 
to  the  laboratory,  and  they  will  demonsirftte  to  you  the  fact,  il  poiton 
there  exists.  Let  us  look  at  thii  hnily.  The  .autopsy  cleHcrihcs  its 
condition.    In  all  the  affairs  of  life  we  arc  compelled  to  act  upoti  the 
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opinkm  of  prolcssioa*)  men.  Society  would  not  cxiM  unless  vtc 
coutd  do  so.  Merc  are  physicians  who  give  it  as  their  opinion  th&t 
death  ensued  before  llic  fire  occurrett.  They  have  given  you  (lie  re*- 
(ont  upon  which  tlm  opinion  is  bated.  Every  lact  m  this  cue — 
erery  Attempt  at  concealment  of  the  crime,  every  intention  >u  f»r  «« 
declared— (umislics  tlie  most  incEragablc  proof  thai  the  testimony 
given  by  these  physicians  is  Irut. 

In  the  calm  and  dispassionate  cliargfc  uf  judge  Peckham  tu 
the  jury,  sotnc  <>f  the  points  thus  passed  in  revinw  were  pre- 
sented with  ad<litianal  emphasis.  Trom  the  closing;  portions 
of  this  charge  we  extract  a  [cw  paragraphs: 

On  the  night  of  thu  fire  the  prisoner  and  his  wife  were  found  at 
the  tlwcllinK  of  Mr.  Williams.  *bout  fifty  rods  from  ihni  house. 
She  arrived  a  IKtIc  prior  to  his  coming;  he  follows  a  few  moments 
afterwards,  and.  as  the  tfirl  says,  came  in  on  a  mn.  They  remained 
there,  where  they  never  had  visited  before,  up  to  after  the  time  the 
cry  of  fire  is  raised,  and  then  they  start  for  the  lire,  and  the  prisoner 
arrives  after  it  is  all  over  with:  after  the  fire  was  put  out,  after  the 
body  was  discovered,  tak«n  outside,  placed  upon  a  blanket,  and  cov- 
ered up.  After  he  gets  there  he  inquires  where  hia  child  is.  as  the 
witnesses  say  on  one  side — and  1  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  con- 
tradiction on  thai  subject — and  he  leaned  orcr  backward,  apparently 
faintinK-  From  Eirowit's  manner  n  suspicion  was  excited  that  there 
was  something  wrong.  Bcalc  aays  he  had  suspicion  of  the  Rcnuinc- 
ncss  o{  the  fainting,  and  drew  his  supporting  arm  away;  and  the 
moment  he  did  so  Brown  clinched  hold  uf  him  by  the  collar,  to  avoid 
blling.  It  is  for  you  to  say  how  much  (here  was  of  fainting  in  that, 
and  if  he  actually  did  faint,  why  did  he  do  it?  If  he  was  an  entirely 
innocent  man  and  the  child  was  not  hii  own.  why  did  he  (ciffn  faint- 
ing? Did  this  man  deem  it  proper  to  fciRn  fainting  for  the  death  of 
another  child  than  his  own.  and  for  what  purpose? 

Th.?n  It  IS  said  the  door  was  found  locked,  and  wliy?  Why  is  that 
outside  door  Inckcil?  This  Utile  girl,  twelve  years  old.  was  at  home 
cniiaged  in  ironing,  the  day  of  the  fire — what  necessity  tor  the  oui- 
•Idt  door  being  locked?  There  were  neighbors  living  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity.  Only  twenty  feet  off  a  neighbor  liveil.  and  all  around 
were  houses.  Why  wa.t  the  door  locked,  and  who  locked  it?  The 
prisoner  had  just  left  the  house,  it  is  conceded.  Why  did  he  lock  the 
door  when  he  left  it?  Il  is  assumed  on  the  part  of  the  prosecution, 
that  if  any  one  came  to  the  door  too  early  and  sought  admission,  he 
would  suppose  the  family  had  gone  away,  and  would  go  off.  If  the 
doors  wtre  lelt  unlocked,  and  the  fire  too  soon  discovered,  why, 
then,  if  the  child  were  murdered,  the  crime  would  be  discovered. 

Then,  again,  not  only  was  the  outside  diinr  locked,  but  (he  next 
door — the  pantry  door,  was  fastened.    Why  waa  lltal?    Tlicrc  is  one 


8M 


HOMICIDE. 


eircumttanec  to  which  I  deem  it  important  to  call  your  attention,  ia 
reference  to  that  inner  door.  althifUgh  it  has  been  alluded  to  by  both 
counsel.  Why  was  that  patitty  door  fastened?  Sumebrjdy  faBlcned 
that  door;  that  is  to  say,  totnebody  put  it  in  that  ihape,  so  it  would 
stay  f&.stcncd.  Ordinarily,  the  door  would  not  siAy  iihut  at  all  unlcM 
the  foot  was  put  against  it  and  jammed  it  to.  You  could  not  do  bo 
on  the  inside.  In  order  to  make  it  Stay  shut  one  had  to  be  on  the 
outsiite  and  put  the  foot  attaina  it.  Did  the  little  girl  shut  it?  Could 
she  to  fasten  it  from  the  inside?  If  silit  did  not  do  it.  genllciiten,  who 
did?  No  niaiier  for  what  purpose;  who  did  it?  The  prisoner  was 
the  last  man  who  went  out  of  that  house.  Did  he  put  hit  foot  ag.iinsi 
that  pantry  door  and  press  it  lo  before  he  left  that  house?  Then, 
another  fact,  nentlcnicn — and  this  fact  you  must  answer  by  your  ver- 
dict—the  little  girl,  1  apprehend,  eould  hardly  have  put  that  door  to 
under  such  circumstances.  U  she  did  not  do  it.  who  did?  I(  the 
prisoner  did,  for  whnt  purpose  did  he  fasten  her  in  that  place?  And 
was  she  alive  when  she  was  fastened  bi  there? 

Then,  genilemeii,  another  tact.  This  child  is  found  in  the  east  end 
of  that  putitry — which  is  about  three  or  four  feet  in  width,  and  the 
same  in.  length — under  an  amount  of  rubbish  constituting,  when  put 
in  a  measure  and  measurerl,  cisht  bushels.  There  is  no  claim  ol  any- 
tbina  having  been  put  in  there  except  the  rubbi.sli  consequent  upon 
the  fall  of  plastering,  which  accumulated  from  the  knocking  of  a  hole 
into  the  ceiling  above.  This  plaster  ceiling  was  but  a  quarter  of  an 
inch  in  thickni-is;  and.  as  the  wilne.><scs  say.  this  hole  was  made  only 
(or  the  express  purpose  of  ascerlaininy  wlieihvr  lire  existed  in  the 
wall.  And,  considering  Ihis.circutiistancc,  you  will  judge  how  much 
debris  would  naturally  fall  down.  How  was  it  that  this  little  girl  was 
found  under  that  rubbish,  so  that  they  dug  with  an  axe  for  some  three 
or  four  luinulcs  before  they  discovered  the  body.  How  is  that?  Mr. 
Bcale,  who  carefully  examined  the  mass  at  the  time,  says  he  saw 
pieces  of  piite  board  partly  charred,  »unie  aahcs,  small  bits  of  latlii 
where  did  all  this  come  from?  Why  was  it  there?  And  who  put  it 
there?  The  window  lightt  were  up  ai  high  as  a  man  could  conven- 
iently reach;  and  there  under  them,  directly  in  Iront  of  the  window, 
was  this  burning  mass  and  the  little  girl  beneath  it  II  she  was  cov- 
ered up  with  llicsc  nuterials,  it  ia  quite  clear,  I  may  say,  she  did  not 
cover  herself  m>. 

In  addition  to  this  state  of  facts  is  the  evidence  of  the  physicians. 
Three  doctors  luve  reasons,  which  they  consider  satisfactory,  for 
staling  that,  in  their  judgment,  the  child  was  dead  before  burning. 
All  three  agree  in  that  as  a  matter  of  science,  giving  as  their  opioioa, 
based  upon  science,  examination,  and  experience,  that  the  child  was 
dead,  beyond  doubt,  before  she  was  burned. 

The  jury,  after  &  I«iclliy  consultation,  found  a  veixlict  of 
guilty,    and  the  Court  was  convened  to  t^ceive  it.    The  usual 
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forms  bdng  complied  with,  and  the  usual  questions  put  to  the 
prisoner,  who  guve  his  age  as  forty-two  years,  the  Judge 
asked:  "Have  jou  anything  to  say  why  the  sentcnco  o(  the 
law  should  not  be  passed  upon  yuu?"  Brown  replied;  "  Yes, 
sir.  I  am  not  guihy  of  the  crime  I  am  accused  of.  You  have 
passed  the  verdict,  and  1  suppose  you  have  passed  it  according 
to  your  knowledge.  You  can  kill  my  hotly,  hut  you  cannot 
kill  my  spirit.  Have  that  in  your  mind  in  after-days.  Thai 
is  all  I  have  to  say,  your  Honor."* 

Judge  I'ecldiam  then  proceeded  to  sentence  Brown,  and 
spoke  as  follows: 

W«ll,  Brown,  that  ttatemenl  will  avail  you  nothing — nothing  what- 
erer,  you  bavc  been  fairly  triccl.  and  deliberately.  You  have  been 
ably  and  adniirsbly  defended.  Your  counsel  was  able  and  indomit- 
able— he  lias  been  untiring  in  the  defense  ol  yuur  ease — exhibiting  a 
skill  and  ability  I  have  rarely  seen  equalled:  but  the  evidence  in  your 
case  i»  ot  the  clearest  and  most  conclusive  character.  It  «atitficd  not 
only  ihe  jury,  but  it  uttUficd  the  Oiurt  and  cvciy  intelligent  mind  who 
has  listened  to  it.  There  can  be  but  one  result  in  this  catc  Irom  tite 
undisputed  facts. 

You  got  this  little  sirl  on  the  17th  of  September.  1867,  from  her 
mother,  under  the  pretence  of  taking  her  with  your  wife,  or  sending 
her  with  your  wile  aa  a  companioti — as  a  sort  of  shield  to  the  insults 
of  men.  Direclly  altcrwards  yuu  go  tu  Cleveland  from  Dayton,  Ohio, 
and  there  get  her  life  insured,  with  that  of  your  wife — a  proceeding 
quite  unusal.  to  insure  the  life  of  a  little  girl  for  $S.ooa  Insurance  is 
usually  effected  by  men  who  have  familien  to  support  and  debts  to 
pay.  And  they  arc  taken  that  their  (auiilics  may  oat  be  IcCt  in  want 
in  case  their  life  is  lost;  but  here,  what  reason  was  there  on  earth  to 
insure  the  life  of  a  little  girl  twelve  years  old  lor  ?5.ooo?  Vou  did 
more.  You  got  her  insured  in  a  false  name,  and  a  false  name  was  taken 
lor  no  other  purpose  than  (o  carry  out  the  design  with  wtiich  you 
got  bcr  in  Dayton.  That  assumption  ol  a  false  name  was  absolutely 
done  with  a  view  of  cutting  off  all  communication  by  the  mother  with 
this  child.  And  then  you  came  on  Hast  to  Canaan — to  this  com- 
paratively secluded  place  in  this  county,  and  there  located:  ttaycd 
there  for  a  lime  with  your  wife,  if  she  be  your  wife,  at  the  hotel,  and 
then  look  this  house.  Your  policy  had  three  months  to  run  when 
taken  out.  and  within  twelve  days  of  its  expiration  this  tragedy 
occurred — alter  your  business  was  finished — after  you  had  sent  your 
little  valuables  away  from  that  house,  and,  with  your  wife,  put  on 
your  best  clothes  preparatory  to  the  scene  you  knew  was  to  occur 
that  night:  and  then  you  had  this  little  girl  confined — the  little  child 
whom  you  were  bound  to  treat  well  and  kindly,  otherwise  she  could 
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complain  to  the  neighbors  that  you  w«r«  not  in  truth  her  f&ther,  and 
ihc  moinciit  ttut  was  known  ucid  death  »hould  occur,  you  would  be 
troubled.  Therefore  you  had  to  treat  her  well,  as  you  did  doubtless, 
in  order  to  accurc  licr  confidence — in  order  it  laight  not  be  known 
you  were  not  the  bihei  of  tbe  child.  Ac  ilie  night  approached,  all 
your  ibiii^s  tvi:i({  rcudy,  ihc  trs-l  that  is  seen  U  yuui'  vfUn  ifocs  out 
to  a  neighbor's  hon&e,  about  halt-past  six.  and  in  a  shori  time  after — 
from  fifteen  to  twenty  miniites— you  come  in,  running  in,  and  it  is 
obvious  why  you  ran  in — perfectly  obvious.  You  had  just  cotac  from 
the  perpetration  ol  the  dark  deed — from  killini;  this  child,  and  hence 
you  came  into  the  house  upun  a  run.  In  order  lo  escape  as  soon  as 
possible,  for  fear  the  fire  would  occur  before  you  got  away,  you  ran 
into  the  house  after  you  got  there.  There  is  no  wonder  you  did  not 
like  to  go  back.  And  when  you  got  there,  after  everything  had  been 
put  out,  you  go  back,  and  with  a  singular  knowledge  yon  directly 
7tart  to  where  that  dead  child  lay  as  you  supposed.  Tlierc  you 
marched  for  that  place,  without  anybody  saying  anything  to  you.  and 
when  told  to  go  back,  yuu  then — without  being  eliarged  with  tlie 
commiuion  oi  crime,  except  by  your  own  conscience,  which  called 
upon  you  to  do  »omcibing  to  feign  great  grief — then  you  assumed  to 
laiiJL  And  the  man  upon  whose  arm  you  by.  not  suspecting  you 
were  not  the  lather  of  the  child,  although  he  found  you  feigned  faint- 
ing, it  was  not  in  the  nature  of  the  man,  and  he  could  not  Juid  it  in 
his  heart,  to  reproach  Ihc  father  of  the  child  dead  there  with  being  a 
hypocriic-  He  coidd  not  do  that,  and  hence  your  fainting  went  on^ 
deceiving  some,  but  not  all. 

Then  they  examine  this  house  and  find  the  door  locked-  Tlic 
reason  why  you  locked  it  is  obvious.  You  did  not  want  that  fire  lo 
interfere  with  you  loo  quickly.  They  find  the  inner  door  fastened 
where  this  little  child  was  burning  in«idc.  And  it  is  a  singular  fact, 
and  it  seems  to  be  in  the  order  of  Providence,  that  a  crime  o(  this 
heinous  character  could  not  be  committed  without  its  being  disclosed. 
You  were  so  foolish' as  to  shut  that  door  to  on  the  outside.  The  evi- 
dence shows  that  it  was  strong  evidence  against  you,  The  little  girl 
could  not  Ea.'itcn  tbe  door  on  the  inside.  Nothing  biii  the  .tpplj elation 
of  pressure  would  have  closed  it  to  remain  shut,  and  that  you  did  on 
the  outside.  That  shows,  the  child  being  on  the  inside,  there  was 
something  wrong 

Then  yoti  .supposed,  when  you  set  fire  to  the  funeral  pyre,  every- 
thing would  be  consumed  and  nothing  could  be  left  to  testify  against 
you.  Nothing  would  be  left,  you  suppotcd,  and  yet  the  very  course 
you  took  to  concca]  the  crime  was  one  of  the  surest  means  of  your 
detection.  You  piltd  up  the  mass  of  fagots  in  that  little  pantry, 
which  left  in  its  results  nearly  eight  bushels — six  or  seven  besides 
what  fell  from  the  top,  Tt  was  found  on  tbe  top  of  thi*  tittle  girl, 
and  of  course  the  child  did  not  cover  herself,  and  no  human  being 
but  you.  or  your  accomplices,  was  engaged  in  iL 
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That  haring  been  entirely  accomplished — the  child  taken  out-^ou 
then  directly  proceeded  to  a  viKoroiu  application  to  business— to  set 
your  money. 

There  is  no  pretence  that  anybody  else  did  this  thing.  No  pretence 
whatever.  II  there  was  a  killing  of  that  child,  yuu  alone,  »nd  your 
collcuguc  in  crime,  were  the  ipiilty  pulies.  Nu  such  niurdcr  ul  the 
child  was  ever  cominilied  except  lor  some  great  motive,  and  that 
fnotivc  you  had.  Five  t!ii>ii»and  dollars  was  a  large  sum  to  ynu. 
That  necessarily  directed  your  acliim;  and  llicn  by  fraud  and  perjury 
you  proceeded  to  obtain  this  money,  and  the  sequel  shows  your 
detection. 

Under  these  facts  how  idle  to  lell  this  jury  that  you  are  an  inno- 
cent man.  It  is  <iultc  idle  and  utclcss;  and  I  now  say  it  to  you,  Brown, 
for  the  puri>o«e  of  having  you  undersLind  that  your  career  on  earth 
is  closed,     To  that  you  must  make  up  your  mind. 

The  jury  recommend  you  to  mercy.  Strange  as  it  may  be.  under 
these  appalling  tacts,  they  still  have  the  tendcmess  to  recommend  you 
10  mercy,  though  you  showed  none  tu  that  child. 

The  Court  have  but  one  thing  to  do.  There  is  no  power  here  to 
grant  mercy.  And  I  agree  with  the  counsel  tliat,  being  guiUy  of  the 
ofTence.  no  executive  will  interfere  between  you  and  your  doom; 
therefore  I  say  in  all  kindness,  your  career  is  substantially  closed, 
and  you  must  make  up  your  mini]  to  meet  a  hereafter. 

Perhaps  1  ought  to  say  to  you.  in  view  of  the  facts  here  presented 
— you  found  these  matcrials-^you  took  off  the  shelves  in  that  pantry, 
And  1  am  told  by  the  District  Attorney  indirectly  that  since  the  trial, 
by  some  singular  mistake,  he  omitted  to  bring  into  ihe  Court  Ihc  evi- 
dences he  had  of  these  boards  comprising  the  shelves,  and  being  in 
his  ponsession,  and  did  not  produce  them  on  this  trial.  He  had  them 
for  some  time,  and  having  them  so  long  in  his  possession,  he  forgot 
to  produce  them.  But  the  case  was  clear  before.  No  eye  could  look 
upon  it  and  not  know  you  cut  up  those  shelves  to  burn  up  that  child 
after  you  had  killed  her. 

And  ROW,  Brown,  it  is  quite  useless  (or  you  to  deny  and  turn  to 
thai  jury  and  s.ty  they  hai'e  done  you  mjustice.  You  thought  by 
this  arrangement  to  escape.  Voti  thought,  perchance,  that  fire  would 
bum  quickly,  and  the  whole  thing  be  consumed— that  there  would 
not  he  a  trace.  Pns«ihly  that  might  have  been  if  [here  had  been  a 
strong  fire;  but  the  course  you  took  to  kill  the  child  was  one  n(  the 
reasons  that  proclaim  your  guilt.  The  fire  was  slow;  it  was  smoth- 
ered, and  the  consequence  was  it  smouldered  while  you  were  waiting 
for  ihe  development. 

This.  then,  is  your  case.  And  now  it  is  only  left  for  the  Court  to 
pass  the  final  sentence  of  the  law  upon  you.  and  n  very  solemn  thing 
it  b  (or  any  tribunal  to  pass  upon  the  life  of  a  human  being.  You 
have  uken  life  deliberately  and  (or  money — the  life  of  an  innocent. 
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confiding  child,  and  you  mast  pay  your  Hie  in  cooicqucncc.    Your 
liie  must  be  forfeited. 

The  Ncntcncc  ot  iIk  Court  is  ihu  you,  Joseph  Brown,  sAiu  Barney, 
be  taken  to  Ihc  common  jail  in  the  city  of  Hudson,  in  the  county  d( 
Columbia,  and  that  there,  within  the  walla  of  Ihc  jail  or  within  the 
yard,  on  Saturday,  the  3CHh  day  of  May.  bciwecn  ihc  hours  of  nine 
o'clock  in  the  morning  nm!  one  o'clock  in  the  altemoon,  you  be 
hantfcil  by  the  iicck  until  you  sliaH  be  dead.  And  may  God  have 
mercy  upon  you. 

At  the  conclusion  of  his  .sentence,  the  prisoner  remarked. 
"  All  right"  Cool,  sloical.  and  almost  indifferent,  he  bore  him- 
self in  a  manner  which  some  call  brave,  but  which  in  reality 
was  desperate;  and  showed  tliat  a  previous  career  of  crime  had 
hardened  his  heart  to  such  an  extent  that  not  even  the  knowl- 
edge that  his  course  was  nearly  nin  could  move  it 

The  sentence  was  duly  carried  into  execution,  at  tlie  time, 
place,  and  in  the  manner  indicated. 

Josephine  Brown  was  indicted  a^  being  accessory  to  the  mur- 
der, but  the  case  was  never  brought  to  trial.  After  lying  in 
jail  several  months  a  twik  pros,  was  entered  by  the  District 
Attorney,  and  the  greater  criminal  of  the  two  was  allowed  to 
go  free. 

THE  BRANTLEY-ESKRIDGE  ROMANCE. 

la  the  Circuit  Court  of  St  Louis  County,  Missouri,  Feb- 
ruary term,  1871,  suit  was  brotight  by  Mrs.  Minerva  S, 
Brantley,  of  Selma,  Alabama,  against  the  Travelers  Insurance 
Company,  for  recover)'  in  the  sum  of  $10,000  under  an  accident 
policy  written  upon  the  life  of  John  Harris  Brantley,  for  the 
benefit  of  plaintiff  in  tlic  action.  In  her  complaint  pl^ntiff 
states  that  she  is  now  the  widow  and  was  the  wife  of  John 
Harris  Brantley,  who,  on  the  4th  day  of  December,  1870,  was, 
without  fault,  cause,  or  provocation,  shot  and  killed  by  a  party 
or  jiarlies  unknown  to  her. 

Tlie  insurance  company,  in  its  answer  to  the  i)l^ntifPs  |>eti- 
tion.  admits  issuing  the  policy  referred  to,  and  admits  that 
Brantley  \vas  killed  on  the  4th  day  of  December,  1870,  but 
denies  that  the  shooting  and  killing  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
plaintiff.  "  And  for  a  further  answer  to  plaintiff's  petition,  de- 
fendant alleges,  that  prior  to  the  execution  of  the  policy  of 
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insurance  upon  which  this  suit  is  tmmght,  the  plaintiff  and  one 
Joseph  N.  Eskridge  unlawfully  and  wickettly  agreed,  conspired 
antl  confederated  together  to  cheat,  swindle,  and  defraud  de- 
fendant out  of  the  sum  of  money  in  said  policy  mentioned ;  and 
that,  with  lliat  purpose  in  view  and  to  that  end,  a  secret  agree- 
ment, understanding,  and  conspiracy  was  entered  into  between 
plaintiff  and  tlie  said  Eskridge,  whereby  an  insurance  for  a 
large  anioimt  was  to  be  effected  and  procurwl  upon  the  life  o( 
said  Brantley  in  defwidant's  eomixiny  and  in  other  insurance 
comi>anieB  for  tlie  benefit  of  the  plaintiff;  and  that  during  the 
continuance  and  life  of  said  policies  of  insurance  so  obtained 
by  them,  the  said  Brantley  should  be  assassinated  and  killed, 
or  his  life  taken  in  sonic  other  violent  manner,  and  after  the 
recovery  of  the  amounts  for  which  the  life  of  said  Urantley  was 
insured,  plaintiff  and  the  said  Eskridge  should  share  their  ill- 
gotten  gains  with  eacli  oilier.  .  .  .  Tliat  on  or  about  the  2d 
day  of  December,  1870,  and  pursuant  to  said  agreement  and 
conspiracy  entered  into  as  aforesaid,  bctwrcn  plaiiiliff  and  the 
said  Eskridge,  he.  the  said  Kskridgc.  at  the  solicitation  and 
Tc<tucst  of  plaintiff,  left  his  hotne  in  Selma,  in  ttic  State  of 
Alabama,  armed  with  a  shot-gun,  and  proceeded  to  Shuqualak, 
in  the  State  of  MisMSsippi,  where  the  said  Brantley  then  was; 
that  said  Eskridge  reached  said  town  of  Shucjualak  on  the 
morning  of  December  4,  1870,  and  after  learning  upon  inquiry 
that  said  Brantley  was  at  tlie  railroad  station  of  said  town  of 
Shuqualak.  he,  the  said  Eskridge,  proceeded  to  said  station, 
and  then  and  there,  pursuant  to  said  agreement  and  conspiracy 
between  plaintiff  and  Eskridge,  brutally  assassinated,  shot  and 
killed  the  said  Brantley." 

This  answer  of  the  deftrndant  insurance  company  to  the 
plaintiff's  petition  has  no  uncertain  sound,  no  equivocal  word- 
ing. If  the  allegations  therein  were  true,  the  plaintiff  richly 
deserved  the  extreme  pcnaltj-  of  the  taw:  'f  not  true,  the  de- 
fendant could  not  be  punished  too  severely  for  preferring  such 
an  accusation  of  crime. 

An  early  investigation  of  the  facts  antl  circumstances  sur- 
rounding this  case  was  entered  up(m,  and  a  commis^^ion  to  take 
depositions  in  the  cause  quickly  followed.  It  was  learned  that 
General  Brantley,  the  father  of  John  Harris  Brantley,  the  in- 
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surcd,  was  a  wealthy  planter,  tormcrty  residing  in  the  vidnity 
of  Sclnia,  Alabama.  He  possessed  large  landed  aiid  ]>crsonaI 
estates,  aiid  before  tlie  ciiiaticipatioti  held  an  cxtcii&ivc  property 
in  slaves.  His  family,  a  few  months  before  his  death,  consisted 
of  three  sons  and  one  daughter,  the  latter  a  young  widow. 
John  was  the  uldest  sun,  and  liad  passed  Uic  age  of  forty 
years.  He  was  married,  but  had  no  children.  He  had  been 
devoted  to  plca.sure  and  vice  while  a  young  man.  had  spent  large 
sums  in  dissii>ation,  and  had  incurred  heavy  liabilities,  which  his 
father  had  to  provide  for.  This  state  of  affairs  so  exliaustcd 
tht:  jjatience  and  forbearance  of  the  old  gentleman  (who  died 
ia  1869)  thai  he  cut  off  the  prodigal  from  further  benefits. 
More  than  a  year  prior  to  his  death  he  conveyed,  by  deeds,  alt 
his  property  to  his  two  younger  sons  and  his  daughter,  leaving 
John  wholly  unprovided  for.  .^t  the  time  the  property  was 
deeded  away  John  was  living  with  his  wife  near  Pensacola, 
Florida,  and  hail  neither  business,  property,  nor  credit  Soon 
after  these  conveyances  had  been  recorded  he  returned  to  tlie 
Brantley  plantation,  and  had  an  ugly  quarrel  with  his  father 
and  family.  He  sought  legal  advice,  and  employed  General 
John  T.  Morgan  as  his  counsel.  At  the  earnest  request  of 
the  father  a  cninpromiscwaiefFectcdby  settling  about  five  hun- 
dred acres  of  land  uiJon  Minerva.  John's  wife,  the  plaintiff  in 
the  action  against  the  insurance  company. 

Eventually',  a  young  man  named  J.  P.  Howard,  who  had  lost 
an  ann  in  the  Confederate  service,  came  to  live  on  a  plantation 
adjoining  the  plantation  of  John  H.  Brantley  and  his  wHfc 
Minerva.  From  causes  inei<lentally  growing  out  of  tlie  family 
feud  referred  to,  Howard  and  John  H.  Brantley  were  on  un- 
friendly terms,  Ttt  such  a  point  did  Bratitley's  hostility  finally 
increase,  that  he  threatened  the  life  of  Howard,  and  Uiey  both 
went  armed  for  each  other,  expecting  an  encounter  at  any  time. 

In  the  spnng  of  iS6g  Howard  and  Brantley  became  involved 
in  one  or  two  quarrels,  and  a  few  days  afterwards  Howard  was 
found  dead  in  a  swatnp  about  a  mile  distant  from  Brantley's 
house.  A  jitrv  of  inquest  was  held  upon  the  dead  body,  and 
titc  finding  of  the  jiir^'  wait  that  llow-ird  came  to  his  death 
from  woinids  inflicted  by  a  shot-gun  in  the  hands  of  some  iter* 
aon  to  the  jury  unknown,  hul,  from  the  evidence,  suspicion 
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strongly  attadicd  to  John  H.  Brantley.  The  coroner  issued  a 
warrant  upon  the  finding,  and  Urantlcy  n-as  arrested  and  taken 
before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  for  a  preliminary  examinalion. 
General  Morgan  was  Brantley's  counsel  al  this  time.  Brantley 
was  bound  over  in  a  bond  of  $10,000  to  appear  at  tlie  next 
tenn  of  the  City  Court  for  Seliiia,  Dallas  County.  Alabama,  to 
answer  an  indicuncnt  to  be  found  by  the  grand  jur>'. 

When  brought  into  Court,  however,  the  indicttiient  wa^ 
quaahed,  on  motion  of  General  MorE:an.  the  prisoner's  attor- 
ney, on  the  ground  that  it  was  found  by  the  grand  jury,  upon 
cviclencc  taken  by  the  committing  magistrate  at  the  time  of  pre- 
liminary examination,  and  without  any  other  evidence,  TTie 
laws  of  Alabama  rei]uirccl  the  judge,  in  a  case  where  an  indict* 
meat  wa^  quashed,  tc  hold  the  accused  in  custody  or  require 
him  to  give  bail  to  answer  a  new  indictment  for  the  same 
offence.  The  judge,  who  was  not  a  lawyer  by  profession,  dis- 
regarded the  taw  in  this  respect,  and  made  no  order  at  that 
time  to  hold  the  defendant  Brantley  in  custody,  or  to  require 
bail  Kj  answer  to  a  new  indictment;  nor  did  the  solicitor  make 
any  motion  for  such  an  order.  Immediately  after  the  indict- 
ment was  quashed,  Brantley,  upon  hasty  consultation  apart 
with  his  attorney,  walked  out  of  the  court-house  and  made  his 
escape.  He  went  directly  to  the  railway  station,  where  he  took 
the  cars  for  Meridian,  Miss.  Changing  cars  at  Meridian,  he 
went  north  on  the  Mobile  and  Ohio  Railroad  to  a  small  place 
known  as  Slnirjualak,  where  he  quietly  took  up  his  abode. 
While  there  he  was  in  correspondence  with  his  counsel,  as  will 
apjiear  by  the  following  letter,  which  was  produced  in  evidence 
by  the  defendant  in  the  course  of  tlie  suit: 

Selha,  Nov.  jth,  t66^. 
Mr.  John  U.  BiuKTi.ev: 

Dear  Sik — I  hear  nothing  said  now  about  your  case,  I  don't 
knnw  that  any  bill  hai  been  found,  but  the  stir  that  was  made  about 
the  matter  during  Ihr  Circuil  Court  leaves  no  doubt  in  niy  mind  that 
the  bill  w-as  foiind.  The  tuidlcd  secrecy  of  ibeir  movement*  i*  such 
that  I  think  they  mean  mischief.  You  ought  to  settle  at  some  place 
*here  you  will  be  content  to  live,  and  wit!  not  be  likely  to  be  dit- 
lurbcd,  so  that  you  ean  go  10  work  and  build  up.  1  cannot  think  it 
sale  (or  you  to  return  to  Alabama,  nor  to  live  30  close  as  in  Mis- 
aittippi.  Yours,  truly, 

Jno.  t.  Morgam. 
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After  Brantley's  escape  the  matter  was  agmn  brought  before 
the  grand  jury,  and  it  was  generally  believed  that  an  indictment 
was  found.  The  following  letter,  which  was  proved  to  be  in 
the  handwriting  of  Gen.  Morgan,  alludes  to  this  subject,  and 
also  to  the  Brantley  family  feud: 

Mrs.  Uraktlrv: 

Dfjvr  Mjidam — Write  to  Mr  Dranllcy  that  I  have  intonnation  I 
buhcvc  (u  be  rcliuble,  (liiii  the  grand  jury  have  found  a  bill  against 
him.  I  Iccl  satisfictl  also  that  hi.s  place  of  abode  is  known.  Jt  mxy 
he  (and  I  believe  it  prabablc)  that  persons  intcrcstMl  will  try  to  tiiid 
htm.     I  need  not  advise  you  what  to  do  in  the  matter. 

I  wish  to  see  you  soon  in  reference  to  a  claim  of  your  husband's 
agninst  his  father's  estate.  I  am  inelined  to  take  steps  to  eottect  it 
if  it  can  be  done  Very  respectfully, 

Se|)i.  18,  1869.  Jko.  T.  Morgan. 

Mrs.  Brantley  forwarded  General  Moi^an's  letter  enclosed 
in  the  following  letter  written  to  her  husband; 

Mv  Dahlini;  Hl-sband — After  wriling  you  yesterday  morning  I 
received  the  enclosed  note  from  General  Morgan  in  the  evening, 
which  1  &cnd  to  you  imniedialcly  ior  you  to  act  upon.  It  is  just  wliat 
t  have  been  expecting.  1  cannot  al  present  advise  you  what  course 
to  take,  only  lor  mercy's  sake  keep  on  the  lookout  and  out  of  the 
way.  1  believe,  as  General  Morgan  does,  that  it  is  known  where  you 
arc.  I  will  go  in  and  see  Morgan  to-morrow,  and  advine  with  hini  u 
to  what  is  best  for  you  to  do.  Your  devoted  wife. 

M.  B. 

The  result  of  Mrs.  Brantley's  interview  with  her  legal  adviser 
is  niade  known  in  the  following  letter  addressed  to  her  husband: 

Mv  Dbax  Husbakd — I  saw  Morgan  to-day,  and  his  advice  to  you 
is  for  you  to  change  your  abode  until  we  can  see  or  find  out  if  a  war- 
rant will  be  issued  immcdialcly  for  your  arrest.  He  says  you  must 
not  ht  them  arrest  you.  and  do  not  let  any  one  knaw  where  you 
arc  for  the  present,  and  by  all  means  ke«p  away  from  the  railroad. 

I  would  try  and  have  it  arranged  with  the  shcrifT  where  you  are. 
not  to  arrest  you  nor  let  yiiu  l»t-  arrested  if  he  receives  any  war- 
rant; but  you  must  be  cautious  how  he  is  approaclicd,  for  there  is 
great  danger  of  it  getting  out.  as  he  might  let  it  be  known  up  here 
that  yon  are  down  there.    We  will  soon  know  what  they  intend  doing, 

and  then  I  will  advise  you  at  to  what  is  best  to  tie  done 

Your  true  and  devoted 

Wife. 
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That  Mrs.  Hrantlcy  appears  to  have  continued  actively  alert 
is  evident  by  her  letters  to  her  husband  during  this  period  of 
his  voluntaiy  exile.  She  sends  hini  little  comfort  in  the  fol- 
lowing letter: 

My  Dakling  Husbamd  ■  .  .  .  I  undcr»tand  Howard's  brother  has 
wriltcn  lo  some  one  htrrr,  tntiiiirinK  atiout  ynyit  ca.K,  and  b  going 
to  revive  (lie  case  again,  and  says  he  i&  drtcrtnined  lo  find  oat  who 
killed  his  brother.  I  do  nut  know  hi>w  true  it  is,  but  I  am  going 
lo  find  out  more  about  the  matter,  and  will  let  you  know.  There  Js 
no  mistake  about  the  Inct  that  we  have  xecrei  enemies  here  who  are 
working  to  do  u&  all  the  harm  tlicjr  car;  but  1  am  on  the  lookout 
for  them,  and  kret>  prepared  lur  llicm.  You  need  not  ijive  yuursell 
any  unnecessary  aUTcn  about  thi*  matter,  but  only  be  prepared  and 
keep  away  from  the  cars.  Some  one  here  was  nukiitg  inquiries 
about  my  abMnee;  wanted  to  know  where  1  wa«  and  how  long  I 
WIS  going  to  !>tay,  and  if  I  had  Konc  lo  sec  you.  Bui  it  is  oi  no  use 
far  them  to  try  to  find  out  my  movements,  for  1  am  too  prudent  and 
too  eaulioD)  (or  thetn.  1  tell  everybody  you  are  in  Texa>-  1  am 
sometimes  fearful  that  your  whereabouts  may  be  (nund  oui.  If  I 
were  you  I  would  hve  as  secluded  aa  |M><titble  nnd  not  ga  to  town 
often,  (or  there  is  always  some  one  on  the  cars  from  Sclnia.  With 
much  love.  Your  devoted  wile. 

M.  S.  B. 

The  reader  will  remctiiber  that  the  insurance  company,  in  its 
answer  to  the  plaintifTs  petition,  alleges  that  Mrs.  Brantley 
wickedly  conspired  and  confederated  with  one  Joseph  N.  Esk- 
ridge  to  cheat  and  defraud  the  company;  and  to  that  end  they 
effected  a  large  sum  of  insurance  upon  the  life  of  Brantley,  and 
thcfl,  pursuant  to  the  secret  agretment  and  conspiracy  between 
them,  they  brutally  assassinated  him.  lliis  Mr.  Eskridgv, 
who  was  destined  to  play  so  conspicuous  a  part  in  the  out- 
growth of  the  Iridic  affair  of  which  mention  has  beirn  made, 
was  a  young  man  of  pleasing  address,  and  of  more  than  ordi- 
narily fine  appearance,  at  the  time  of  these  occurrences.  He 
had  been  a  merchant's  clerk  in  Sclma,  and  ultimately  opened  a 
store  of  his  own;  but,  having  more  beauty  than  brains,  his  mer- 
cantile career  soon  ended  in  bankruptcy.  He  was  m-trried  to 
a  young  wtjman  of  good  family,  who  owned  and  resided  upon 
a  plantation  adjoining  the  Brantley  Place.  After  his  failure  in 
business  he  returned  to  this  plantation  with  his  family,  con- 
sisting of  ha  wife  and  tn-o  children,  and  was  residing  tliere  at 
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the  time  of  the  Brantley  feud.  While  Brantley  was  under 
indictment  for  the  murder  of  Howard,  and  was  secretly  hiding 
from  justice,  Eskridge  appears  to  have  been  on  terms  of  affec- 
tionate inlitnacy  with  Mrs.  Brantley.  This  lady  was  of  that 
rare  type  of  personal  beauty  found  only  in  those  pnsseiising  a 
fair  complexion,  light  gulden  hair,  and  lustrous  Mack  eyes.  In 
features  and  form  she  was  strikingly  beautiful,  and  she  is 
described  as  being  brilliant  in  conversation,  fascinating  in  her 
maimers,  and  of  a  very  affectionate  disposition.  By  practical 
people  she  was  considered  too  sentimental.  Eskndge  was 
about  two  years  older  than  Mrs.  Brantley,  and  it  appears  in 
evidence  that  tliese  pretty  counterparts  sympathetically  gravi- 
tated towards  each  otiicr.  Mrs.  Brantley's  husband  was  not 
only  under  indictment  for  murder,  but  by  reason  of  his  riotous 
living,  his  long  continued  excesses,  his  pecuniary  and  family 
troubles,  he  had  becunie  prematurely  old.  Although  but  little 
more  than  forty  years  of  age,  he  was  ver>"  gray,  and  though 
formerly  stout  and  robust,  he  was  now  sallow,  lean,  gaunt,  and 
shrunken  away.  Broken  down  with  protracted  dissipation,  he 
presented  the  appearance  of  at  least  sixty  years. 

While  Brantley  was  a  fugitive  from  justice  and  Mrs.  Brantley 
■was  residing  on  her  plantation  (the  five  hundred  acres  pre- 
viously mentioned),  Eskridge  was  at  his  wife's  plantation,  about 
two  miles  distant  from  Mrs.  Brantley's  house.  Gradually  a 
suspicious  intimacy  grew  up  between  them.  We  learn  in  the 
evidence  of  a  brother-in-law  of  Eskridge.  that  during  the  sum- 
mer of  1870  Eskridge  was  neglecting  his  family  and  spending  a 
great  deal  of  his  time  at  Mrs.  Brantley's  place  and  in  her  com- 
pany. This  witness  and  another  brother-in-law  of  Eskridge, 
named  Collens,  talked  the  matter  over,  and  witness  advised 
Collcns  to  remonstrate  with  Eskridge  and  persuade  him  to  put 
a  stop  to  his  intimacy  with  Mrs.  Brantley;  that  persistence  in 
his  misconduct  would  bring  disgrace  upon  the  whole  family, 
as  everylrody  in  the  neighborhood  was  talking  about  it.  This 
gossip  coming  to  the  knowledge  of  the  virtuous  lady,  she  was 
prompted  to  write  and  send  to  the  witness  the  following  out- 
burst of  indignation: 

Jons  H.  McIi-Waise: 

I  nndcrsUnd  you  have  be«ii  slandering  me  in  the  grossest  manner. 
I  vara  you  that  my  husbind  is  much  nearer  than  you  are  aware  of. 


HOMICIDE. 


385 


and  when  you  leui  expect  h  lie  will  hold  you  ptrsonalty  respuntiblr 
lor  the  base,  nuklicious  lies  that  jou  arc  circulutini;  nboul  me.  My 
husband  is  fully  aware  of  all  my  actions  and  movcnicnta.  and  fully 
npl>rovcs  them.  M.  5.  Uraktlbv. 

OcL  28.  187a 

The  hollowncM  of  this  lady's  pretence  was  fully  exposed  by 
witnesses  of  a  criminal  intimacy.  An  old  and  faithful  family 
servant,  Willis,  in  the  course  of  his  tcstiniony  made  very  dam- 
aging revelations,  but  they  are  too  voluminous  to  reproduce 
from  tlie  record.  We  have  only  room  for  brief  reference  to 
gome  of  tlic  material  points.  He  testified  that  in  driving  Mrs. 
Brantley  in  her  carriage  to  Sclma,  Eskridgc  constantly  rejoined 
and  accompanied  her,  meeting  and  parting  with  unrestrained 
and  significant  demonstrations  tn  the  presence  of  the  witness; 
that  sometimes  Eskridgc  called  witli  his  hiigg\'  and  took  Mrs, 
Brantley  riding,  and  that  even  in  the  streets  of  Selma  they  were 
reckless  as  to  any  concealment  of  their  guilty  attachment ;  that 
upon  a  certain  occasion,  when  they  were  detected  in  the  woods 
in  Hagrantf  delUlo.  Eskridge  purchased  the  silence  of  witness 
with  a  bribe.  Willis  had  lived  in  the  Draiittcy  family  from  his 
birth,  and  had  been  their  slave  for  many  years.  He  was  de- 
votedly faithful  10  his  mistress,  but  he  felt  it  his  duty  (as  he 
says  in  his  evidence)  to  remonstrate  with  her  upon  her  gnnving 
sliamelessness.  whea-upon  Eskridgc  tlirealetied  his  life  with  a 
pistol.  Upon  the  restoration  of  amicable  relations,  Eskridge 
declared  to  Willis  that  "he  loved  Mrs.  Brantley,  and  would 
die  for  her,  and  would  not  give  her  up  for  her  husband  or  any 
one  else."  Confidence  between  the  couple  and  Willis  having 
been  re-established,  he  was  sent  to  Mississippi,  to  bear  to  John 
H.  Brantley  some  lying  messages,  and  to  make  the  false  plea 
of  sickness  in  excuse  of  Mrs.  Brantley's  failure  to  rejoin  her 
husband  in  his  exile,  in  accordance  with  a  promised  arrange- 
ment 

Another  witness,  produced  and  examined  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  in  the  suit,  says  he  is  related  to  John  H.  Brantley — 
deponent's  father  and  Brantley's  mother  having  been  brother 
and  sister.  Deponent  learned  from  another  relative  that  John 
H.  Brantley  was  in  Mississippi,  and  that  a  letter  addressed  to 
Doctor  Murdock,  at  Shuqualak,  Miss.,  would  reach  hira.    It 


88* 


was  a  conunon  report  in  Sclnia  that  Eslcridge  and  Mrs. 
Brantley  were  living  in  adulterous  intimacy,  aii*l  dial  they  fre- 
quently occupied  a  room  in  the  south  end  of  what  was  once 
known  as  tlie  Weaver  Carriage  House.  Deponent  saw  Esk- 
t^dgc  going  into  and  coming  out  of  that  room,  and  noticed 
that  he  habitually  locked  the  door  when  he  came  out.  Witness 
wrote  a  note  to  Mrs.  Brantley  in  the  fall  of  1870,  and  told  her 
that  he  knew  of  Ucr  course  of  conduct,  and  that  he  intended  to 
write  her  husband,  itklorming  him  of  what  she  was  doing.  He 
folded  this  note  and  pushed  it  through  the  keyhole  of  the  door 
of  tlie  room  in  the  carriage  house  at  a  time  when  Mr«.  Brantley 
and  Eskridgc  were  in  tlie  room.  Afterwards  he  did  write  to 
Brantley  and  told  him  in  the  letter  of  the  improper  intercourse 
between  his  wile  and  Eskridge,  as  reported  by  common  rumor, 
and  directed  the  letter  to  Dr.  Murdock,  Shuqualak,  Miss. 
Soon  after  thij  witness  met  Eskridgc,  who  called  to  him  and 
said,  "  I  untlcrsland  you  have  made  some  threats  against  me." 
Witness  replied  to  him,  "  I  have  not,  but  as  Brantley  has  killed 
one  man  in  the  dark,  he  can  kill  anoUner  in  the  same  way." 

Upon  receipt  of  the  letter  in  question,  Brantley  detcmiincd 
to  see  his  wife  at  all  hazards.  It  appears  from  the  evidence  of 
Adeline,  a  house-servant  of  Mrs.  Brandcy,  that  Brantley  came 
home  one  Friday  right  after  dusk.  Mrs.  Brantley  was  not  at 
home.  She  had  left  her  house  that  day  in  Eskridge's  carriage, 
saying  to  witness  she  was  going  to  town.  Eskridge  was  not 
with  her;  his  waiting-boy  drove  the  carriage.  On  Mr.  Brant- 
ley's unexpected  arrival,  witness  prepared  supper  for  him.  He 
immediately  inquired  for  his  wife,  and  witness  told  him  that 
"  Miss  Minerva  "  had  left  home  that  day.  saying  she  was  going 
to  Sclma.  He  then  asked  when  she  was  coming  back.  Witness 
told  him  she  did  not  know.  He  said  he  very  much  wanted  to 
see  liis  wife,  and  that  he  had  come  a  long  >vay  for  that  purpose. 
He  remained  at  the  house  during  Friday  night  and  all  day 
Satunlay,  and  on  his  expressing  anxiety  to  remain  undiscov- 
ered, witness  carefully  kept  the  doors  shut  and  allowed  no  one 
to  see  him  except  Elbert  Sevier,  the  brother  of  his  wife.  In 
response  to  his  wishes.  Elbert  went  after  his  wife,  but  he 
retum«l  in  due  time  with  the  intelligence  that  Mrs.  Brantley 
would  not  come — that  she  was  afraid  to  come.    Mr.  Brantley 
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went  away  some  time  during*  Saturday  night  His  wife  re- 
turned home  in  the  course  of  the  following  week,  in  coni])any 
with  Mr.  Eskridgc. 

These  facts  and  various  others,  which  were  elicited  during 
Uic  trial,  were  corroborated  by  ajiother  colored  house-servant, 
named  Hannali. 

Brantley  was  devotedly  attached  to  hi&  wife,  and  whatever 
suspicions  may  have  been  aroused  in  his  mind  towards  the 
latter  part  of  1870,  it  is  certain  that  he  was  wlioUy  blinded  to 
her  misconduct  during  the  earlier  portion  o(  Uiat  year.  At 
that  time  he  appears  to  have  placed  unbounded  confidence  in 
his  wife's  triwid  Eskridge,  who  lendert-d  his  assistance  in 
numerous  little  mailers  pertaining  tu  iht-  family  feud,  and  he 
empowered  Eskridge  to  execute,  as  attorney,  sunic  imponant 
trusts.  His  fond  and  loving  wife  continued  to  send  him  letters 
overflowing  with  affection  and  sympathy  fur  him  in  IiIa  exile. 
She  also  supplied  him  with  money  from  her  limited  resources. 
From  among  the  numerous  letters  produced  in  the  course  of 
the  trial,  the  following  may  ser\'e  as  a  s|jecimen,  showing  with 
what  readiness  Mrs.  Brantley  could  use  her  pen.  Usually  her 
letters  are  exceedingly  lengthy,  and  thcrcfcrc  only  extracts 
thereirom  are  here  given: 

Mv  DARLtMo  Husuakd: 

I  have  Ikcti  quite  ill  &incc  I  retumctl  home,  but  am  improTiriK*  yet 
suffering  greatly  from  an  overdose  of  quinine.  Vou  don't  know 
how  drrndfully  iitiinine  aflecls  m«.  I  am  dcEermined  never  to  take 
another  done  H  I  know  it.    I  was  like  a  crazy  person 

I  long  for  tile  time  \o  come  when  I  will  be  able  to  sell  out  liere  uitl 
leave  this  halclul  country  (urcvcr.  I  am  gruwinK  to  hate  tliia  place 
antl  people  more  snd  more  every  day.  They  have  no  Rynipaiby  lor 
any  one  that  has  no  money  and  i*  in  trouble,  but  seem  to  do  evtry- 
thing  they  can  to  put  one  down.  We  have  not  a  real,  triK  friend 
here.  I  am  resolved  to  sell  out  next  winter  and  move  i»  i-amt  other 
country  i  so  you  may  ba  on  the  lookout  fur  a  honii:  fur  nic.  Wliat  ts 
life  to  you  and  me  but  a  burden  in  the  way  we  have  to  live?  Cor  no 
one  cares  for  us.  If  wc  cKpect  any  happinesi  in  the  future  we  most 
find  it  within  ourselves,  to  try  and  make  each  other  happy.  It  makes 
me  minerable  to  thmk  what  a  lonely  life  you  have  to  live,  nnd  I  am 
dclerininud  to  share  yiiur  future  with  you  after  this  summer,  come 
what  may.  For.  after  all,  my  darling.  .1  man's  truest  and  best  friend 
is  his  wife,  and  I  can  say  Inily  that  1  am  the  truest  and  best  friend 
jrou  hive  on  earlb.    IF  ibc  whole  world  forsakes  you,  I  will  cling 
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ever  the  closer  to  you.  All  my  acts  and  efforts  arc  for  you  ind  jrour 
happiness,  and  yoti  can  ever  re&t  assured,  my  dear  hu.ttia.nd,  that  in 
tiiL-  you  have  one  Euitliful  and  dirvaicd  (ricnd  who  will  ever  be  ready 
10  make  any  sacrifice  for  you.  My  liie  n  a  sad  one,  wiih  noihing 
but  trouble  and  sorrow,  and  1  have  $o  much  to  discourage  and  dis- 
hearten me:  yet  .iniidst  il  all  I  feci  it  mnnot  last  so  always — that  the 
time  will  coine  when  I  can  have  some  rest  from  the  sorrows  and 
troubles  of  this  life.  And  it  is  this  cheerful  huiie  iltAi  sustaiins  and 
supjtorts  my  Orooping  heart  nmidst  all  our  afflictions.  I  am  resolved 
never  (u  {{ivc  ui)  in  dcapaii.  but  will  fight  it  out  like  a  brave  soldier. 

if  I  die  at  my  post 

I  will  send  you  some  clothes,  or  the  money,  if  I  can  get  any.  when- 
ever  you  wish.  With  much  love,  your  devoted  wife, 

M.  S.  B. 

With  all  Iier  alleged  scnti mental ity  and  her  complete  surren- 
der to  a  blind  infatuation,  Mrs.  Brantley  appeal^  to  have  been 
of  a  shrewd  business  turn  of  mind.  At  that  time  the  agricul- 
tural interest  of  the  neigfiborhood  was  productive  i)f  very  little 
ready  money,  and  her  casli  income  was  by  no  means  atlequate 
to  her  wants.  Her  friend  Eskridgc  was  always  inipecuniotis, 
and  so  they  put  tlicir  heads  together  to  contrive  a  scheme  for 
supplying  themselves  with  money.  Their  attention  wa.s  finally 
drawn  to  the  practicabilities  of  life  insurance  as  a  means 
throitprh  which  they  might  further  their  purposes, 

An  altorney-al-Iaw  residing  in  Selnia,  being  examined  on  the 
part  of  the  defendant  insurance  company,  deposed  tliat  lie  had 
a  lengthy  cnnversalion  with  Eskridge  on  the  subject  of  lite 
instirancc,  early  in  the  year  1870.  Eskridge  came  into  depo- 
nent's office  and  began  a  conversation  on  life  insurance  gen- 
erally. After  talking  <>n  this  subject  for  a  white,  he  asked  if  a 
life  insurance  company  could  be  made  to  pay  a  policy  upon  the 
life  of  a  fugitive  from  justice  which  was  taken  out  while  he  was 
hiding  from  the  law,  and  was  afterwards  caught  and  hung. 
Deponent  told  him  that  if  the  fact  that  be  was  a  fugitive  from 
justice  was  concealed  from  the  coinpany,  tlicy  would  not  be 
bound  to 'pay;  but  that  if  the  company  took  the  risk  knowing 
all  the  facts,  in  deponent's  opinion  it  would  be  bound.  He 
then  said  he  was  tt>-ing  to  get  a  policy  on  the  life  of  John  H. 
Brantley,  for  the  benefit  of  Brantley's  wife.  He  inquired  how 
to  nbtain  tlic  application,  and  how  to  comply  with  the  requisite 
forms.  He  said  at  that  time  Brantley  wa«  in  Mississippi  con- 
cealing himself  from  aji  indictment  for  murder. 
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Having  formed  a  dcfuiitc  plan  of  operation,  Eskiidgc  set 
abt>ut  obtaining  insurance  on  the  life  of  Brantley  for  tlic  benefit 
of  Brantley's  wife.  In  doing  this  he  seems  to  have  disregarded 
the  advice  of  his  attorney  touching  the  concealment  of  facts. 
An  application  for  $io,aoo  insurance  in  the  Life  A^ociation 
of  America  was  made,  dated  April  3$,  1870.  Tills  application 
was  forwarded  to  the  head  office  of  tliat  company  May  26th. 
The  policy  in  relum  reached  Setma  June  141I1,  but  as  Eskridgc 
could  not  then  obtain  the  money,  the  first  prcniium  was  not 
paid  and  policy  delivered  until  June  30th,  It  appears  in  evi- 
dence that  Eskridgc  applied  for  a  loan  to  a  pcr&onal  friend,  a 
gentleman  with  whom  he  had  been  associated  in  business  for- 
merly, who,  being  examined  on  the  [lart  of  tlie  defendant, 
deposed  and  said: 

Eskridgc  cam«  lo  my  ofHce  and  slated  to  me  that  Mrs.  Minerva 
S.  Brantley  had  been  over  to  Mississippi,  and  had  had  her  husband 
sign  an  applicaiion  lo  have  hU  life  insured;  thai  ilic  application  had 
been  approved  and  the  policy  was  now  reaiiy  (or  delivery  as  soon  an 
the  premium  wan  paid.  He  fnnhcr  stilled  that  Mrs.  Branlley  was 
excccdinizly  anxious  lo  oblam  the  policy  on  llic  life  of  her  husband, 
bccaute  he  was  a  man  of  such  habiU  thai  hu  life  wa&  uncertain,  and 
that  it  was  ab«olutcly  ciucntial  that  the  premium  thoutd  lie  paid  at 
once:  that  Mrs.  Bntitley  had  made  apphealion  to  her  mcrehantt  for 
money  to  pay  the  premium,  and  they  had  rcfuaed  to  advance  it  to 
her:  that  be.  liskridge.  had  come  to  me  lo  get  me  to  advance  a  sufTi> 
cknl  amfJimt  o[  money  to  p.iy  the  premium  (or  Mrs,  Brantley.  I 
refused  at  first  to  advance  ihc  money.  On  a  second  applicaiioii  by 
liim  Uir  lh«  money,  he  having  offered  additional  security,  and  bindint; 
himself  personally  to  see  it  paid,  I  advanced  the  money  lo  him. 

Subsc(|uently  lo  the  time  of  obtaining  the  life  policy,  Mrs. 
Brantley  and  Eskridgc  called  at  the  Sclma  office  of  the  Trav- 
eler* Insurance  Company  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  acci- 
dent policy  upon  John  H.  Brantlej*.  Upon  making  known 
their  wish  they  were  furnished  by  the  agent  with  a  blank  form 
of  application,  and  with  the  usual  instructions.  Some  days 
afterward  they  both  called  again  at  the  agent's  office  and  pre- 
sented the  application  duly  filletl  out  and  signcfl  by  Brantley. 
On  tlie  same  day.  August  25,  18711,  an  accident  policy  in  the 
sum  of  $10,000  was  written,  but  it  was  not  delivered  until  two 
days  afterft-ards,  when  Mrs.  Brantley  returned  to  the  agent's 
oflRre.  pnid  the  premium,  ant)  obtained  the  policy  under  which 
the  suit  was  brought. 
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Eskridge  had  now  st-curcti  $20,000  insurance  upon  the  life 
o!  Branilcy,  so  that  in  the  event  ol  his  death  bj  violence  his 
disconsolate  widow  would  be  fumUhed  with  material  aid  and 
comfort. 

About  this  time  Mrs.  Brantley  addressed  the  lollowing  letter 
to  her  husband: 

At  Howe.  August  14th. 

My  Daklinc  Husdand^I  have  rcceivrti  several  letters  iram  you 
and  regret  thai  you  sttia  to  attribute  my  not  wrttinK  lo  iiidiflcKncc; 
but  Id  mc  assure  you  that  it  is  not  true.  1  have  been  waiting  (or 
the  last  week  to  see  General  Morgan.  A  few  days  aher  you  left  he 
went  to  see  his  ^mily,  anJ  iiwt  being  well  when  he  left.  I  expect  he 
is  sick,  as  lie  has  not  returned  as  yei.  1  cannot  get  any  inoncy  until 
be  returns.  1  em  cxce«dinftl/  anxious  ta  see  you  and  will  certainly 
come  if  I  Qnn  gtt  tlic  money.  I  am  delighted  in  learn  that  you  arc 
so  pleasantly  situated,  and  that  yon  are  with  kind  friends.  I  kit  so 
anxious  abuut  you  (or  fear  that  you  would  nivc  way  to  Kluuniy  feel- 
ings and  low  spirits.  !  hope  that  you  will  be  cheerful,  allliouRli  it 
is  awful  to  he  separated  in  thi$  way.  1  hope  that  the  worst  is  over, 
aiid  that  soon  we  will  be  united  again.  I  feci  f,n  thankful  that  yoii 
escaped  in  the  way  you  did,  and  that  it  was  no  worse.  Everybody 
thinks  you  arc  cleared  for  good.  A  nrRfo  man  who  bcloDEcd  to 
GrilTen  was  caught,  and  he  confe.tted  that  lie  had  killed  five  men  in 
the  Awaiiip.  He  »aid  lie  did  not  know  their  nanie».  tivcrybody 
believes  that  he  was  the  one  who  killed  all  those  who  were  murdered 
in  tlie  swamp,  * 

We  arc  well;  my  health  !s  improving.  No  collon  wortna  yet;  no 
neuvt.  1  will  write  ju«t  as  soon  ns  I  have  «cen  Morgan  I  will  let 
you  know  if  t  can  come.  You  know  that  I  will  come  if  I  can,  for 
you  arc  the  dearest  object  of  life  to  mc.  and  the  only  one  I  love  and 
think  most  of,  and  would  rather  he  with. 

Write  mc  often,  and  believe  mc 

Your  devoted  wife, 

M.  S.  B. 

It  will  be  obseiT/ed  that  this  devoted  wife  no  longer  alarms 
her  husband  with  fears  of  his  arrest,  and  nn  longer  advises  his 
flight  lo  a  place  of  greater  scchtsion  and  less  danger.  The 
occasion  for  this  charge  in  the  tone  of  her  letters  may  be 
accounted  for  in  the  evidence  of  the  State's  Attorney,  who  was 
examined  on  the  pail  of  the  defendant.  In  his  evidence  in  the 
suit  he  says: 

I  began  to  act  a?  solicitor  in  September.  i8(5o.  and  have  been  actine 
ever  since.    During  that  time  (here  was  pending  againtl  John  H. 
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Bnntlqr,  Id  the  Circuit  Court  o(  Dalla*  Countr.  an  indictmmt  lor 
the  murder  of  one  Howard.  Joseph  N.  Eskridgc  called  :it  my  oflke 
to  ice  me,  tlic  subject  of  his  conversation  being  the  Uring  of  plant 
lor  the  arrest  oi  Brantley.  He  gave  me  the  addreiu  ul  the  brulhur 
and  the  brothcr-iu^law  o!  tlic  man  Howard,  for  llic  murder  o(  whom 
Brantley  was  indicted,  and  asked  me  to  write  to  them  to  know  it 
one  or  the  other  o(  ihcm  would  meet  a  friend  in  Meridian,  Miss. 
He  cautioned  me  not  to  mention  l)is  name  (o  tliem,  but  ask  them  to 
meet  a  friend  there,  and  he  told  m«  that  he  would  be  that  friend 
He  told  mc  to  tell  chcm  to  name  the  day  and  the  hotel  nt  which  this 
friend  should  meet  them,  ami  that  this  friend  would  give  them  tlie 
informatiun  and  assist  them  in  the  means  lo  arrc»t  Brantley;  and  he 
told  mc  that  when  they  arrested  him  and  brouzht  him  here.  he.  E>lc- 
ridge,  would  give  me  the  name  of  a  witness  lliat  would  hang  him. 
I  wrote  the  letters  as  requested,  and  made  the  appointment,  which 
Howard's  brother  and  broth er-in- law  (ailed  to  keeji  on  account  of 
sickneas,  as  they  subscquetitly  informed  inc.  When  Eskridtiu  left 
mc,  at  the  end  of  this  interview,  he  went  directly  across  the  street 
from  my  office,  to  Mrs,  Mincn-a  S,  Brantley,  who  was  standing  in 
an  alley  on  the  oppoiitc  -lide  of  the  street,  walking  about,  appurcnily 
waiting  for  some  one.  When  Eskridge  came  nji  to  her  he  com- 
menced talkinR,  without  any  nal.ilati'-  r.,  and  they  walked  ofl  down  the 
alley  together,  still  talking  to  each  other.  They  walked  into  a  vacant 
lot  on  the  side  of  ihi»  alley,  to  Mrs.  Brantley's  carriage,  and  drove 
off  in  the  direction  of  Mrs,  Brantley's  house  On  another  occasion 
after  this,  EskridRC  came  to  see  nie  at  my  office,  when  I  informed 
bim  of  the  failure  of  the  appointment  with  Howard's  brother  and 
brother-in-law.  This  information  was  given  in  reply  to  EskridEe's 
(question  asking  trie  "  why  those  fellows  had  not  come  to  lime."  He 
ajked  mc  to  arrange  another  appointment  with  the  same  men  for  the 
same  piirposf.  When  he  Irft  my  office,  I  watched  him,  hciausc  of 
having  observed  his  going  to  Mrs.  Brantley  at  the  end  of  the  pre- 
vious interview.  On  this  occasion  he  went  directly  to  the  street 
corner  diagonally  acrois  from  my  office,  where  he  met  Mrs  Brantley. 
About  fifteen  minutes  afterwards  he  rode  out  of  town  in  a  carriage 
with  Mrs.  Brantley,  in  the  direction  of  Mrs.  Brantley's  home.  On 
another  oceation  after  thi*  he  eame  to  my  office  and  conversed  willi 
nie  on  the  subject  of  arrcstinc  Btaniley.  and  when  he  left  the  ofKce 
he  went  straight  ilown  the  street  and  met  Mrs,  Brantley  on  the  street 
They  commenced  tatlcing,  without  any  salutation,  and  walked  off  down 
the  street  together.  Tending  these  arrangemcnu  for  the  arreil  of 
Brantley,  Eekridge  came  to  my  office  frequently  to  inquire  how  I  was 
getting  along  with  the  arrangements,  and  whenever  he  saw  me  on 
the  streets  he  would  speak  to  mc  about  it.  He  manifested  grent 
anxiety  to  have  Brantley  arrested  by  the  relatives  of  Howanl.  and 
appeared  to  be  very  restless  and  uneasy  about  it.  He  freqtiently  cau- 
tioned me  not  to  let  it  be  known  that  he  had  anything  to  do  with 
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the  arrest. of  Brantl«y,  or  that  he  wu  giving  information  about  iL 
On  one  occasion  £$kridg«  told  me  that  there  was  only  one  other 
person  who  knew  that  he  had  anything  to  do  with  getting  up  infor- 
mation and  making  arrangctnenis  for  the  arrest  of  Brsnilej'.  The 
second  appointment  hi  Meridian  failed  also,  Eskridgc  ainic  a  short 
liiiie  altcrwnrds  atiit  in(|uired  why  the  brothei  and  broiber-in-Iaw  of 
Howard  had  not  kept  tbeir  appointment  at  Meridian.  This  was  a 
short  time  before  the  death  of  Brantley. 

It  is  cviilcnt  that  Eskridgc  did  not  seelt  to  have  Brantley 
arrested  merely,  and  I)rought  to  justice:  for  that  could  have 
been  effected  quite  as  easily  without  a»  with  the  assistance  of 
the  brother  or  brothcr-in-Ia.w  of  the  murdered  Howard.  On 
the  contrary,  it  is  apparent  that  hts  object  was  to  have  the  arrest 
made  by  or  in  tJie  presence  of  the  Howard  relatives,  and  under 
such  circumstances  as  would  render  it  probable  that  Brantley 
would  offer  resistance,  which  would  afford  a,  pretext  for  shoot- 
ing him.  Such  an  act  would  enable  the  Howards  to  revenge, 
with  safety  to  themselves,  the  murder  of  their  brother  by 
Brantley:  and  by  tlie  same  act  Mrs.  Brantley  would  become  a 
claimant  for  the  $20,000  insurance  money. 

The  failure  of  the  Howards  to  keep  their  appointment  with 
Eskridge  defeated  the  original  purpose  of  tlie  two  conspirators, 
and  led  them  to  adopt  other  schemes  for  the  accomplishment 
of  tlieir  purpose.  Tliey  re-arranged  their  plans  and  resolved 
to  do  the  bloody  deed  themselves.  By  a  preconcerted  arrange- 
ment. Mrs.  Brantley  and  Eskridge  were  to  meet  in  Demopolis, 
a  place  about  twenty-seren  miles  distant  from  Selma,  on  the 
railroad  running  from  that  city  to  Meridian,  Miss.  Mrs. 
Brantley  went  by  cars,  while  Eskridge  rode  through  the  coun- 
try on  his  own  horse,  a  handsome  iron-gray  thoroughbred, 
which  he  took  for  the  purpose.  Tlie  day  before  he  left  Itis 
home  he  sent  Mrs.  Brantley  a  note  written  in  the  following 
words: 

Mv  Dearest  One — I  endow  yon  $25,  which,  I  presume,  i*  as  much 
as  you  wish  till  I  see  you  in  Ucniopolis.  Be  prompt,  my  dearcit  one. 
God  bless  and  protect  you,  my  darling,  till  yoa  join  your 
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Fully  matured  their  plana.    Eskridge,  who  wa^  to  personally 
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attend  to  the  killing  of  Brantley,  in  pre-arranging  to  jwove  an 
alibi,  and  also  to  account  lor  his  absence  from  liome,  wrote  a 
tetter  to  O.  F.  Harrill,  in  Seluia,  wliidi  letter  in  post-marked 
Demopolis,  and  reads  as  follows: 

I>RAR  Sia— I  am  compelled  to  be  gone  for  a  few  weeks  on  busi- 

M»s  and  lo  recruit  my  htaltli,  which  u  very  bad  at  presenL    There 

some  litdc  b&liiticcn  atill  due  )>>  the  tcoanls  oa  Uic  Swift  place,  ot 

which  1  will  send  you  2  mcmoiandum.  .  .  .  t  will  be  back  between 

thia  uid  Chii&tmaa.  Vours  truly, 

J.N.  E&KXIDGB. 

In  furtherance  of  their  plans,  Mrs.  Brantley  wrote  a  letter  to 
her  liusband,  dating  it  "At  Home,"  altliough  it  was  mailed  and 
pcstniarkcd  Dcmopolis,  requesting  him  to  meet  her  on  llie 
morning  of  the  4th  of  December,  at  the  Shuqualak  railway 
station,  on  the  arrival  of  the  early  up  train.  This  letter  was 
afterwards  found  on  the  dead  body  of  Brantley.  In  Dcmopolis 
tliey  both  were  strangers  and  attractetl  nu  particular  attention 
at  the  time.  They  occupied  a  room  at  tlic  liolel  as  husband 
and  wife,  announcing  themselves  as  such.  When  tltcy  were 
ready  to  leave,  they  hired  a  conveyance  to  drive  to  Livingston, 
Sumter  County.  Alabama.  Eskridgc  and  Mrs.  Brantley  occu- 
pied the  conveyance  together,  while  a  boy  accompanied  Uiem, 
riding  Eskridgc's  horse.  Reaching  Livingston,  they  stopped 
at  a  public  house  there  Iccirt  by  Mrs.  Lockard,  who,  being 
produced  on  tJie  part  of  the  defendant  in  the  insurance  suit, 
testified  as  follows: 

About  the  ist  or  lA  of  December,  1870.  a  fcentleman  cnnic  lo  my 
hotel  in  company  with  a  lady.  They  drove  up  in  a  carriage  together; 
a  boy  was  aUcnding  to  them,  riding  h  very  fine  iron-Kf^y  horse 
bclonginR  to  the  KcntletnAn,  The  horse  wax  retained  here  and  the 
carriage  sent  back,  wiih  the  boy,  to  Dcinopoli*.  The  gentkinan  reg- 
bicTcd  their  names  as  "Jo«ph  N.  Eskridjcc  and  tady."  and  said  they 
had  come  up  from  Demopohs  and  wanted  tn  go  to  the  rcarest  na- 
tion, from  this  place,  on  the  Mobile  and  Ohio  Rftilroad,  above 
Meridian.  I  direcinl  them  to  Gainesville  Junction  as  the  nearest 
point  by  private  conveyance,  through  the  country,  about  twenty-five 
miles  diMant  from  my  hotel  I  advised  them  to  gn  by  rail  from 
Meridian,  btil  they  nhjectpd.  saying  ihcy  deMired  10  avoid  that  place. 
They  remained  as  kucMh  at  my  hotel  durintt  two  nigrhta  and  one  day. 
Thc:y  ri^prcsenlcd  themselves  as  man  and  wife,  and  occupied  the  same 
apartment.    His  attentiont  were  remarkably  affectionate  and  tender 
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towards  her,  and  the  waiiciii  called  them  "the  loving  couple"  This 
gcntlctnan  itnd  is.dy  ri-nuincd  in  tlicir  ruum  ne»rly  xU  Llic  lime  during 
the  day,  cxtcpt  at  imciil  liuuis.  They  walked  uut  vn  lUc  streets  both 
cvenmgs,  and  remained  out  about  an  hour  the  la&t  tiight  u!  their 
>Uy.  Tlial  night,  when  tlicy  rciufncd  (rum  tlicir  walk,  tliey  brought 
back  with  them  a  new  double-barrelled  shot-giui. 

Important  testimony  was  also  furnished  by  William  Kirk- 
land,  keeper  oi  a  liverj-  stable  in  Livingston.  He  stated 
that  on  tliu  2<1  day  of  December,  1870,  Joseph  N.  E&kridge, 
whom  he  hail  formerly  known  for  many  years,  came  to  Liv- 
ingston in  a  wa^n  belonging  tu  Mr.  Breitling,  in  Deraopolis, 
A  very  handsome  lady,  uiiknovm  to  witness,  ajccompanied 
him.  He  brought  with  him  a  fine,  iron-gray  horse,  wIUcU 
wittiess  subled  and  fed.  Being  acquainted  witli  E&khdge, 
witness  asked  him  who  the  lady  was,  but  he  would  not  tell, 
and  e\-aded  every  question  about  her. 

A  merchant,  doing  business  in  Livingston,  brought  out  a 
inatcrial  fact  in  the  course  of  his  evidence.  Said  he,  "  To  the 
best  of  my  recollection,  between  the  ist  ajid  3d  of  December, 
1870,  a  strange  gentleman  came  into  my  store,  and  selected  a 
double-barrel l«d  shot-gun,  the  price  of  which  vas  $25,  and  at 
his  request,  it  was  laid  aside  for  him,  he  stating  that  he  would 
call  for  it.  He  came  the  n&xt  night,  in  company  with  a  lady 
whom  he  called  '  dearest,'  and  asked  for  the  gun,  and  the  lady 
paid  for  it.  She,  mion  examining  tlic  gun,  remarked  that  it 
was  a  very  nice  one  and  would  do,  as  they  wanted  to  use  it 
about  two  montlis,  and  then  could  sell  it  to  the  frcedmcn  for 
the  amount  they  gave  for  it  They  took  the  gun  and  left  the 
store,  it  being  then  about  nine  o'clock  at  night  This  lady  was 
tall  and  slender,  had  black  eyes,  fair  complexion,  tight  hair, 
and  wore  a  diamond  ring.  The  gentleman  was  about  five 
feet  seven  or  eight  inches  high,  good-looking,  hair  short  and 
inclined  to  be  gray." 

Eskridge  procured  a  carriage  at  Kirkland's  stable,  On  the 
morning  of  the  3d  of  December,  for  the  use  of  which  he  paid 
Kirkland  $10  to  go  to  Gainesville  Jimction.  a  station  on  the 
Mobile  and  Ohio  Railroad.  A  son  of  Kirkland  went  with 
them,  riding  Eskridge's  horse,  and  brought  the  carriage  back 
from  the  Junction.  Tlie  party  arrived  at  Gainesville  Junction 
before  noon  of  that  day,  and  stopped  at  a  small  hotel  kept  by 
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Reuben  S.  Parks.  At  the  time  of  their  arrival,  Mrs.  BraaUcj- 
was  in  the  carriage,  and  Eskridge  was  riding  his  horse.  Esk- 
ridge  dismounted  and  assisted  Mrs.  Brantley  to  aHght  from 
the  carriage,  while  a  son  of  Mr.  Parks,  ilie  landlord,  took  Esk- 
ridgc's  horse.  They  wtnl  into  the  hotel  and  u|>stairs  to  a 
roum,  where  they  rcniaine<l  together  some  two  or  three  hours. 
In  the  course  o(  the  aJteriioon  Eskridge's  horse  was  saddled 
fur  departure.  He  mounted  and  rode  over  to  the  depot,  where 
he  dismounted  and  asked  Allen  Parks,  the  hoy  who  had 
received  his  horse  on  arriva],  to  hold  his  horse  and  a  bundle, 
while  lie  went  into  the  depot  office.  Alien  testifies  that  while 
he  was  in  charge  of  the  bundle,  during  Eskridge's  absence  in 
the  depot  office,  he  examined  it,  and  found  it  to  be  a  double- 
barrelled  shot-gun.  unstockeil  .ind  wrapped  in  a  blanket.  Esk- 
ridge  inquired  ot  the  depot  agent  the  nearest  way  to  Shu- 
qiialak.  He  was  directed  in  reply  to  ride  upon  the  railroad 
track  to  a  starion  five  miles  north,  where  lie  would  strike  the 
dirt-road  leading  to  Shuqualak.  and  could  there  get  (urtlicr 
direction,  lie  at  once  rode  off  up  the  railroad  as  directed, 
with  the  bundle  containing  the  shot-gim  across  his  lap. 

Sliuqualak,  the  place  where  Brantley  had  remained  so  long 
in  concealment,  is  a.bout  twenty-five  miles  nortli  from  Craincs- 
ville  Junction,  and  Eskridge  arrived  tliere  some  time  during 
the  evening  of  the  day  he  left  the  Junction.  It  appears  thai 
Brantley,  tliat  evening  alx>ut  ten  o'clock,  took  his  supper  with 
one  Felix  B.  Greer,  in  the  back  room  of  Nunn  &  Anderson's 
store  in  Shuqualak.  Mr.  Greer  had  some  mules  in  a  lot  back 
of  the  store,  and  hearing  a  dLtturhance  among  them,  he  went 
out  to  learn  the  cause.  There  he  saw  a  man  with  a  blanket 
over  his  shoulders,  carrjing  a  gun.  The  stranger  remarked  to 
Greer,  "  Your  mules  arc  only  frightened  by  me,"  and  at  once 
walked  down  the  street,  whereupon  Greer  returned  to  the  store. 
Greer  again  that  night  saw  the  stranger  on  the  platform  of  the 
railway  passenger  station,  and  also  saw  him  in  front  of  Numi 
&  Anderson's  store,  where  his  horse  was  hitched.  Greer 
remarked  to  him  tliat  he  had  a  fine  horse,  and  he  replied  that 
it  was  a  thoroughbred.  The  moon  was  sinning  very  brightly, 
and  Greer  noticed  that  the  horse  was  a  dark  iron-gray  with  a 
white  face,  aiul  fifteen  ur  sixteen  hands  high.  Greer  further  said 
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in  eviilence,  that  In  cunvcrsatiun  with  Mr.  Brantley  that  evening, 
December  3d,  Urantley  said  he  was  expecting  his  wife  by  the 
early  morning  train,  and  in  order  tliat  he  might  nut  fail  to  be 
present  on  arrival  of  the  train,  he  was  to  sleep  at  the  passenger 
station-house,  witli  Mr.  Irwin,  Uic  station  agunt. 

Eskridge,  it  would  seem,  was  prowling  about  the  vicinity  of 
the  railway  depot  several  hours  that  night,  watching  for  his 
victim.  During  all  this  time  he  had  his  blanket  wrapped  about 
his  shoulders,  and  had  his  gun,  which  was  tlien  properly  ad- 
justed, witli  the  lock  under  his  arm,  carrying  it  in  the  usual 
manner,  muzzle  down.  Some  time  during  the  early  morning 
hours,  and  probably  somewhat  under  the  influence  of  liquor, 
Brantley  went  into  the  depot  unobserved  by  Eskridge,  and 
there  fell  asleep  in  a  cliatr  before  the  stove,  in  which  a  fire  was 
burning.  While  Brantley  was  thus  sleepuig  and  awaiting  the 
arrival  of  the  train  on  which  his  wife  was  expected,  Eskridge 
took  deliberate  aim,  and  shooting  from  where  he  stood  on  the 
platform  outside,  sent  the  charge  through  the  closed  window 
into  Urantley's  head,  causing  his  instant  death. 

The  only  other  person  in  the  room  when  Urantlcy  was  shot 
was  the  mail-carrier,  lie  was  lying  upon  a  bench  under  the 
window  through  which  Eskridge  fired,  and  was  asleep  at  the 
time.  This  carrier  had  seen  Eskridge  that  nighl  on  arriving 
with  the  mail  at  the  depot,  and  had  observed  his  iron-gray 
horse  particularly.  Exkridge  was  dismounted  at  the  time  and 
standing  witli  the  bridle  in  his  hand.  He  was  wrapped  in  a 
blanket  and  had  a  gun  under  bis  arm.  When  the  shot  wa» 
fired,  the  frightened  carrier  jumixd  up,  ran  out  and  hid  tinder 
a  ear,  where  he  remained  until  daylight  Immediately  after 
the  -thonting  of  Brantley,  Eskridge  sprang  into  tlic  saddle  and 
rode  rapidly  away. 

To  return  to  Mrs.  Brantley,  whom  we  left  at  ParVs's  Hotel, 
Gainesville  Junction.  She  remained  there  that  niglu,  gave  her 
name  to  the  landlord  as  Mrs.  Brantley,  and  left  on  the  early 
train  going  north.  On  the  same  train  was  a  passaiger  who, 
on  the  part  of  the  defendant  in  the  suit,  teMified  as  follows: 

The  Intin  left  Gainuville  Junction  al>out  three  or  (our  o'clock  on 
tile  morning  of  tlx  4th  day  of  December.  It  arrived  at  ShuquaUlc, 
t«rciil}'-fivc  miles  above,  on  schedule  time.    When  we  reached  Shu- 
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qualak.  a  lady  got  up  frocn  tlicr  scat  mimcdblcly  behind  nic,  in  the 
todies'  car,  and  ru«>icd  to  the  door  excbiiiiing  in  an  excited  tunc, 
"Where  i*  nay  husband?"  "Is  my  liiubiind  here?"  Slie  received 
no  reply,  and  reluming  to  her  scat,  appeared  satisfied.  The  cars 
tlicu  proceeded  to  Macon,  the  next  station,  which  is  about  ten  miles 
above.  There  was  a  freight  train  on  the  main  irack  at  Macon  when 
we  arrired,  and  the  pataenger  train  was  obliged  to  halt  until  the 
freight  train  could  back  out.  After  our  train  stopped,  the  same  lady 
touk  her  satchel  and  was  in  the  act  of  getting  ofl  the  train  when  I 
inlormcd  her  that  the  tnin  had  not  reached  the  depot.  It  wa,s  a  cold 
moraing,  and  I  then  occupied  the  seat  directly  in  front  o[  the  slow. 
After  I  »poke  to  her,  the  lady  cainc  in  and  itood  by  the  stove,  when 
1  D'hserved  ihai  her  dre'**  was  wet  and  I  asked  her  to  take  my  ^eat 
She  seemed  cold  and  her  shoes  were  muddy.  She  sat  down  and 
asked  mc  to  share  the  scat  with  her:  I  did  so.  Aft  soon  as  1  took 
niv  seal  she  commenced  talking  of  wliat  catitied  her  feet  to  be  weL 
She  &aid  that  that  morning  her  husband  put  her  on  the  train  at 
Gainesville  junciion.  and  as  she  was  getting  lo  the  tra.in  she  stepped 
into  the  mud.  She  then  taid  Ihnt  her  husband  from  Selma  had  tele- 
graphed her  lo  meet  him  at  ShuguaUk.  and  if  he  wit5  not  at  Shu- 
f|ualak.  for  tter  to  go  on  to  Macon.  After  telling  ntc  this,  she  said 
that  her  Iiusband  would  ha^-c  come  up  with  her  on  the  train  that 
mornioK.  but  that  he  had  a  very  fine  race-horse  which  was  afraid  of 
tlie  can.  and  so  he  had  ridden  his  horse  through  the  country  to  meet 
licr  at  Shuqiialak.  She  requested  me  to  attend  to  her  baggage  in 
going  from  the  depot  id  the  town  ol  Macon,  Wc  clrpped  into  the 
omnibus,  and  I  then  discovered  that  the  woman  was  apparently  drunk. 
When  we  reached  the  hotel  she  was  in  such  a  condition  that  she 
could  scarcely  alight  from  the  omnibut.  When  the  driver  opened 
the  door  I  look  her  satchef  and  mine.  She  caught  hold  of  my  arm 
and  walked  with  me  into  the  hotel  I  rpniarkert  to  the  cleric  that 
here  was  a  lady  who  wanted  a  room.  She  paid  her  omnibus  fare, 
and  while  she  was  doine  so  I  left  the  hotel  ofTtce.  When  I  returned, 
about  twenty  minutes  later,  the  clerk  a<isignrd  me  a  rrwm.  White  I 
wa.t  ID  my  room  my  attention  was  attracted  by  the  sound  of  some  one 
pounding  on  ihe  wall  in  the  adjoining  room,  and  calling  "  Come  in." 
I  wem  to  the  door  of  that  room,  opened  it.  and  discovered  the  same 
woniiin  who  liad  come  to  the  hotel  with  me  from  the  cars,  f  asked 
her  what  she  wanted.  She  answered.  "  Come  in."  I  walked  lo  th« 
fool  of  the  bed  npon  which  she  was  lying  with  all  her  clothes  and 
bonnet  on.  I  supposed  that  she  was  still  intoxicated,  and  1  left  her 
room  and  at  once  informed  tbe  clerk  that  she  needed  assistance. 


It  is  prolxabltr  tliat  tlie  intoxication  was  due  to  morphine  and 
clilora!,  which  Mrs.  Brantley  took  orcasidnally,  and  which  is 
known  to  liavc  produced  siniiUr  dTccts  upon  her  previously. 
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In  contimiation  of  the  tragic  stor>'  we  quote  from  the  testimony 
of  the  Marshal  of  Macon,  who  was  also  a  deputy  sheri£E.  He 
said: 

I  was  acquainted  with  John  Harris  Brantley,  and  have  known  his 
wife  Minerva  since  i8da  I  have  known  Joseph  N.  Eskridfce  about 
twelve  year*.  On  the  morning  nf  the  ^th  day  o(  December,  1870,  I 
wa.i  {Ordered  by  the  Slicrifl  (o  go  10  !?lni<tu»1n1c  and  Mimmon  a  jury 
fur  the  purpose  of  holding  an  tnc|ucst  upon  the  body  of  Brantley. 
1  was  also  informed  by  the  SUcriilF  that  Mrs.  Brantley  was  in  town  at 
the  hotel.  I  called  upon  tier  and  lold  her  that  her  huisband  was  at 
ShuquaUlc,  and  that  she  mu$l  go  with  mc  to  that  place.  She  a^kcd 
mc  tl  her  husbiind  had  been  arrcslctl,  I  tolil  her  it  made  no  differ- 
ence; she  would  find  out  when  she  arrived  there.  Mr&.  Brantley,  at 
the  time,  was  under  the  influence  of  nioiphinc.  She  aaid  she  was 
nufTcring  from  neuralgia  and  cotild  not  go  with  mc.  1  insisted  that 
she  should  gel  up  and  go  at  once.  She  then  a&ked  mc  why  1  wished 
lier  to  so  with  wie,  aiul  iniiuircd  again  if  Mr.  Branllry  ha<l  been 
aiTcsicd.  I  toM  hcT  it  made  no  difTerencc;  that  she  would  learn 
about  that  after  we  started;  that  she  must  get  up  and  go  with  mc, 
wliich  she  did.  On  the  road  to  Shuqu.tl.ik  we  tame  up  with  llic 
Sheriff,  who  inlormcd  Mrs,  Urantley  that  her  husband  had  been  killed 
al  Shuqitalak  that  niorniitg.  She  maJc  an  ciTori  to  cry,  but  did  not 
shed  many  tears.  Wc  then  went  on  to  Shuqualak.  While  we  were 
on  the  road  1  handed  her  a  Itltcr.  She  then  spake  of  Mr.  Brantley 
and  uiicl  she  had  always  told  liim  that  if  he  wis  ever  killed  or  cap- 
tured it  would  be  at  a  time  when  she  was  going  to  him  On  the 
«ay  she  talked  n[  hrr  nfFairs  at  home,  saying  thai  she  was  left  in  a 
bad  condition;  that  Mr.  Brantley  was  alwayii  writing  to  her  for 
money,  and  she  did  not  have  any  to  send  him;  that  he  had  written 
licr  to  conie  on  and  sec  him,  and  slic  was  afraid  lo  ntay  away.  A|>lMr- 
enily,  her  husband'e  death  was  the  least  of  her  troubles,  I  asked  her 
if  she  had  any  idea  who  did  the  deed.  She  answered  that  she  had 
not;  that  the  could  not  think  of  any  one  who  had  animosity  against 
him  sulVicieiit  to  do  such  a  deed.  When  wc  airivcd  at  ShuquaUk  wc 
passed  within  thirty  or  forty  steps  of  the  place  where  Brantley  was 
killed.  I  asked  her  if  she  wanted  to  ace  her  husband's  body,  and  5he 
said  she  did  not.  I  inquired  if  she  wished  to  go  to  the  hotel,  and 
she  asked  me  if  1  did  not  have  a  friend  at  whose  houiie  1  could  take 
her,  so  that  she  would  be  secluded,  1  told  her  that  I  did  have,  and 
I  carried  her  to  Capi.  Roll's  house.  During  the  drive  from  Macon 
she  seemed  quite  indifferent  about  her  husband  and  the  manner  of 
bis  death,  and  mucli  of  the  lime  she  talked  and  acted  in  an  ordinary 
and  unconcerned  manner  She  did  not  go  to  see  her  husband's  body 
at  any  lime.  I  remained  at  Shuqualak  from  about  ten  o'clock  in  the 
morning  until  about  an  hour  by  ihc  sun  in  the  evening.  I  visited 
Mrs.  Brantley  several  times  during  the  day.    She  tnade  no  allusion 
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to  her  hu»band,  except  to  ask  mc  what  the  notions  of  the  people 
were  about  his  death.  I  io]<l  her  that  Ihey  were  saying  that  »he  was 
as  deep  in  the  crime  as  tlic  nun  who  conimitlcd  the  murder.  She 
rcp1ic<l  to  this  that  she  could  not  sec  what  grounds  they  could  have 
fur  such  a  feeling  against  her.  1  loM  hci  it  was  because  of  a  letter 
written  by  her  which  wa*  founJ  on  Mr.  Brantley's  perion  after  he 
was  murdcTcd,  slating  that  she  would  be  at  Shuqualak  oit  the  morning 
train  of  December  4ih.  I  then  asked  her  why  she  did  not  net  off 
the  train  at  Shuqualak  instead  of  Roing  up  to  Macon.  She  replied 
lliai  she  sent  a  Kcntlcinan.  who  was  sitting  on  the  seat  next  to  her, 
to  inquire  tl  Mr.  Brantley  was  there,  and  he  told  her  Mr.  Brantley 
was  not  ihcrei  and  so  she  then  went  on  to  Macon  because  Macon 
was  the  next  station.  I  asked  her  why  she  did  not  get  oS  at  Shu- 
quulak.  even  though  Mr  Brantley  was  not  there.  She  did  not  reply 
to  this  ijucstion.  She  made  no  inquiry  concerning  the  dead  body  of 
her  husband,  as  to  what  attention  was  being  paid  to  it.  or  whether  it 
was  receiving  any  attention  at  all,  I  told  her  I  was  going  away,  when 
she  eagerly  asked  mc  where  1  wxs  going.  1  answered  Iter  by  saying 
that  the  Sheriff  had  ordered  mc  to  capture  the  man  who  had  done 
this  deed.  When  I  said  that  she  looked  (rightened,  and  pleadingly 
Implored  me  not  to  go  and  leave  her  all  alone,  in  such  a  condition: 
but  to  let  sonic  one  else  go.  as  I  was  all  the  friend  she  had,  1  told 
her  I  would  liave  to  go.  or  I  would  Imc  my  office.  She  asked  IF  I 
had  any  idoa  who  the  person  was.  I  answered  I  had  not  I  further 
said  to  her  that  i(  »hc  had,  and  i(  it  wan  a  friend  of  hers,  she  must 
tell  me.  confidentially,  as  her  friend,  and  I  then  would  know  how  to 
proceed.  She  replied,  "  Mr,  Simmons,  I  cannot  say."  I  then  left  her. 
During  the  day  I  had  made  inquiries  in  ShuquaUk  about  what  had 
occurred  there  a,t  the  time  of  and  immediately  preceding  the  killing 
oE  Brantley,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  clue  to  the  murderer.  I 
learned  that  a  stranger  came  there  the  night  before  on  a  gray  horse, 
and  was  (ir»t  observed  at  about  nine  or  ten  o'clock  when  he  hitched 
his  horse  in  a  back  yard  behind  a  store,  and  at  about  eleven  o'clock 
lie  brought  the  horse  in  front  of  the  store  and  tied  it  to  a  wagon. 
I  was  shown  both  pbccs  where  the  horse  had  been  tied.  .  t  also 
learned  that  this  strange  man  luid  been  prowling  about  the  place  dur- 
ing the  night  until  Brantley  was  killed,  and  then  he  left  on  his  gray 
horac.  While  lurking  about  the  depot,  the  stranger  had  a  blanket 
thrown  over  his  shoulder*,  and  a  double-barrelled  fihot-gtin  partiall]r 
concealed  under  it.  1  got  a  minute  description  nf  this  gray  horac 
and  made  a  careful  examination  of  his  tracks  where  he  had  been 
hitched,  and  noticed  that  the  horse  was  barefoot  except  the  left  lore- 
foot,  whith  had  a  worn  shoe  upon  it.  After  obuining  all  the  informa- 
tion I  could.  I  followed  the  track  of  the  horse  from  the  comer  of 
the  depot  where  it  had  been  hitched  last.  From  the  tracks  the  horac 
appeared  to  have  taken  an  easterly  course,  tovrards  Wahalak.  going 
in  a  lope.    As  long  as  daylight  lasted,  we  were  enabled  to  follow  the 
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horsv  by  its  Incks.  Al  ihc  forks  ot  the  ruad  the  tr^ickft  Indicated 
which  road  he  look,  and  also  showed  that  he  went  in  a  lope  for  Ecven 
miles  until  he  arrived  at  ihc  house  oF  Mr.  Ethcridgc.  At  the  house 
I  learned  thai  the  horse  and  the  rider  had  stopped  there,  and  from  a 
deacripin^n  ui  ihciii  1  knew  I  was  oii  the  right  course.  1  purxucd  an 
easterly  direction,  through  Wahalak  in  Mississippi,  to  Gainesville  in 
AlaWiiia.  Wf  made  iiiquirici  along  the  rond  (or  the  horse  and 
rider,  and  thus  were  enabled  to  (ullow  them.  Wc  aho  could  see 
the  tracks  of  the  horse  in  the  soft  pEacet  in  the  road,  as  the  moon 
was  shininK  hrifchtly.  Wlien  we  arrived  at  Gainesville,  we  learned 
upon  inquiry  at  the  ferry,  thai  the  man  and  horse  had  crossed  the 
terry  in  the  direction  of  Eulaw,  Alabama.  After  luving  our  horses 
fed  wc  cf»ntinued  our  pursuit,  crossing  the  BiRbee  River  at  Gaines- 
ville, and  rode  eastwardly  until  w*  came  to  the  hoii*c  of  Doctor  Jolty, 
which  is  about  six  mitc^  from  Gainesville  near  Mount  Hebron.  All 
ihc  way  on  the  road  from  Shuqualak  to  the  house  of  Dr,  Jolly,  wher- 
ever wc  could  see  the  track,  it  iliowcd  that  the  horse  was  harefoot 
except  the  left  forefoot  I  became  familiar  with  the  appearance  ot 
the  track  so  thnt  I  could  reco^ixc  it  at  &  glance.  On  the  read  we 
obtained  Crci[ucnt  descriptions  of  tlic  horse  and  rider;  of  the  dress  of 
Ihc  rider  and  the  outfit  oi  the  horse,  After  crossiiiK  the  (crry  we 
met  a  negrv,  and  from  information  received  from  him,  and  by  taking 
him  along  with  us,  we  went  to  ihc  house  of  Dr.  Jolly,  which  is  about 
three  hundred  yards  from  the  public  road.  This  house  is  not  1h^ 
residence  of  Dr,  Jolly,  but  that  of  his  plantation  overseer.  Two  gen- 
tlemen went  with  us  from  Gainesville.  Arriving  at  the  place,  we  went 
first  to  the  overseer's  bam,  and  there  found,  in  a  suble,  a  deep  iron- 
gray  horse,  with  head  and  neck  whiter  than  any  other  part  of  him. 
He  was  a  remarkably  fine,  stylish-looking  animal.  !  found  three  of 
hi.s  feet  biire,  but  the  left  (orcfool  had  a  shoe  on  it  which  was  badly 
worn,  particularly  in  front.  After  examining  the  horse  and  posting 
guarttt  at  the  two  doors  of  the  house,  the  deputy  who  accompanied 
mc  sent  the  negro  to  wake  up  the  overseer.  The  latter  came  out  to 
the  fence.  We  gave  him  a  description  of  the  man  wc  were  in  tearch 
of,  told  him  our  business,  and  inquired  il  the  man  was  in  his  house. 
Wc  were  informed  that  he  w.ts.  By  arrangement,  we  all  went  to  the 
doot  of  the  room  where  the  man  was,  when  the  overseer  called  to 
the  man  and  said  that  he  wanted  some  medicine  which  was  in  the 
room,  and  atked  him  to  get  up  and  tight  a  cnndle.  The  man  got  up, 
lighted  a  candle,  unfastened  ami  opened  his  door,  and  we  then  seized 
him,  When  we  arrested  the  man  he  asked.  "  What  right  have  ynu 
to  come  here  and  arrest  mc?"  I  replied,  "You  are  the  man  who 
killed  Brantley  at  Shuriuabk  yesterday  morning,  and  wc  arc  going 
to  take  you  back  there."  The  man  then  a^ked  me  what  authority  1 
had  to  take  birn  from  one  State  to  another,  1  nnswereil  that  my 
authority  was  *"  main  strength."  and  that  the  Sheriff  of  Noxubee 
County  had  sent  inc  alter  him.  and  1  was  going  to  take  him  back, 
dead  or  alive. 
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When  wc  arrested  the  mjin  1  recognized  his  tcftturcs.  but  couM  not 
recollect  his  name,  as  I  had  not  seen  liim  since  ihe  war.  I  eaiiJ  to 
him.  "  You  know  mc,  what  is  yoor  name?"  He  replicti,  "I  will  not 
teil  you  till  I  sec  counKel  in  Oaincavillc."  I  loM  him  that  he  woul4 
never  »ce  counsel  in  Gainesville;  ttuit  the  only  counsel  he  could  »ec 
would  be  in  Shuqualak.  In  the  room  where  we  discovered  htm.  we 
iound  his  saddle  and  «addle-lia([ii,  hit  double- barrelled  shot-gun,  and 
two  pUluIa.  sLx-shoutcrs.  Hi»  gun  was  unbrccchcd  and  wrapped  in 
a  piece  of  blanket,  and  tied  behind  hit  saddle.  I  look  the  xan  and 
examined  it  minutely.  One  barrel  was  loaded  with  eighteen  buck- 
*hot,  such  as  arc  commonly  called  blue  whistlers.  The  riKht-hand 
burre!  was  empty,  and  appeared  to  have  been  shot  olT.  The  gun  was 
a  new  owe.  and  the  left-hand  barrel  appeared  never  to  have  been  used. 
Wc  took  the  man  and  put  him  (in  a  horse,  and  look  him  back  to 
Gainesville.  On  the  ferry  flat  at  (Jainesville  he  called  me  aside  and 
said  to  me.  "Simmons.  I  Mnaw  you;  I  knew  you  at  first,  but  [  did 
noC  want  to  let  you  know  nty  name  until  we  got  here  to  Gainesville, 
where  I  can  have  counsel."  I  told  him  he  might  just  as  well  tell  mc 
his  name  at  once,  as  lie  could  have  no  counsel  in  thai  place.  He 
then  told  me  his  name,  and  I  recogniicd  him  as  Joseph  N,  Eskridge, 
a  man  whom  I  had  known  before.  He  again  asked  mc  to  let  him  see 
counsel  in  Gainesville.  I  refused  to  do  this,  but  1  untied  him.  and 
advised  him  to  go  back  with  us  voluntarily,  as  it  would  be  better  (or 
him  to  do  so. 

The  place  where  we  arrested  Eskridge  is  in  Green  County,  Ala- 
bama, thirty-four  miles  east  from  Shuqtinlak.  It  was  about  daylight, 
on  the  morning  of  the  sih  of  December,  when  we  reached  Gaines- 
villc.  Tlicrc  we  purchased  a  bottle  of  whiskey,  and  at  Eskridge's 
request,  wc  bouglit  a  small  via)  of  morp^ltinc  lor  him.  Wc  rcmaincil 
only  long  enougli  to  eiifcct  these  purchases,  and  then  rode  on  Inwards 
Shuquabk.  When  about  a  mile  irom  Gainesville  wc  stopped,  and 
Eskridge  took  some  morphine,  while  wc  luok  a  drink  of  whiskey, 
am]  I  invited  E^skridgc  to  take  .i^ome  with  iis.  He  did  so,  and  then 
commenced  crying.  He  said  he  would  not  mind  being  taken  back,  if  it 
were  not  for  his  wife  and  two  liiile  children;  that  he  had  as  good  a 
wile  and  two  as  lovely  children  as  were  in  the  State  of  Alabuma.  I 
said  to  him,  "Joe.  what  did  you  kill  Brxntlcy  tor?"  He  replied.  "I( 
1  killed  him,  I  had  a  cause:  but  I  did  not  do  it."  He  spoke  the 
latter  pari  of  the  sentence  in  a  low  tone  of  voice.  He  then  said, 
"Woman,  woman,  woman,  this  kind  heart  of  mine  has  browght  me 
to  where  I  am."  I  tht-n  stopped  him  and  loid  him  not  to  talk  any 
more  on  thai  subject.  We  proceeded  on  our  way.  and  when  wc 
came  near  lo  ihe  church  in  Shuquabk,  where  ihe  graveyard  is,  we 
saw  a  burial  procession  at  the  graveyard;  and  the  deputy  accom- 
panying us  said  they  were  burying  Brantley  there,  Eskridge  then 
xaid  to  me,  "Simmons,  for  God's  sake,  don't  carry  me  past  there;  I 
do  not  want  lo  be  disgraced  tliat  far."    As  he  spoke  he  became  very 
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pale  W«  then  lumed  siound.  to  avoid  going  past  Ibe  burying- 
gruund,  and  HskridKc  asked  us  to  slop  a  moment  until  he  coultl  take 
another  dose  «(  iiicirpliiiic.  Wlule  taking  llir  clriia.  I'c  remarked  that 
it  was  ihc  only  thing  which  would  ease  his  troubles.  He  then  re- 
quested nie  not  to  take  him  throuich  the  town  where  the  people 
cuuld  see  hini;  that  he  did  not  waul  to  be  &een  going  to  iiriscin.  [ 
complied  with  his  request,  and  condu'Cttd  htm  by  a  back  way  to 
Esquire  llaync's  house,  and  placed  htm  under  gnarii  in  a  private  room 
upstairs-  I  there  left  him.  As  I  was  about  leaving  htm,  he  asked 
me  if  Mrs.  Brantley  was  in  town.  I  answered  that  1  did  not  know. 
He  desired  me  to  asecrtatti  and  kt  him  know,  as  he  wished  to  sec 
her.  1  told  him  if  she  was  there  I  would  return  and  iiiEorm  him; 
but  if  she  was  not  there  I  would  not  come  back.  He  requested  me 
to  get  him  3ni>ihcr  vinl  of  morphine  and  send  it  to  him,  as  he  had 
taken  nil  that  I  obtained  for  him  in  Gainesville.  After  leading  Esk- 
ridge  I  went  to  the  houne  where  ]  had  left. Mrs,  Brantley  tlie  evening 
before,  and  upon  inquiry  was  lold  she  had  gone  Irom  there  to  Kemper 
County,  about  eighteen  or  twenty  miles  distanL 

On  t3ie  morning  of  the  Gtli  of  December,  Eskridge  was  taken 
before  a  court  composed  of  three  magistrates  of  Noxubee 
County,  for  prtliniinary  examination.  He  was  fully  identi6ed 
by  three  or  four  ])ersons  as  the  man  who  rode  up  to  the  railway 
station,  on  the  night  of  the  3d  of  December,  on  a  gray  horse, 
and  who  had  been  ob,scrved  prowhng  about  the  station,  a."; 
already  described.  He  was  promptly  oomniittcd.  without  bail, 
to  answer  the  charge  of  inurdcr  of  John  H,  Brantley.  He  wa« 
first  taken  by  cars  to  Macon,  and  kq>t  there,  under  gtiard,  over 
night.  Tile  next  moniing,  which  was  the  7th  of  December,  he 
was  lodged  in  jail. 

On  the  moniing  of  the  8th  of  December  a  warrant  was 
issued  for  the  arrest  of  Mrs.  Minerva  S.  Brantlej-,  on  the 
charge  of  being  accessory  lo  the  inurdcr  of  her  husband.  A 
deputy  sheriff  made  the  arrest  at  the  residence  of  Mr.  Maury, 
in  Kemper  Cotmty,  whither  Mrs.  Brantle>'  had  gone  from  Shu- 
quatak.     The  officer  who  made  the  arrest  testifies  a&  follows: 

I  told  her  1  had  a  very  unpleasant  duty  to  perform,  as  an  officer; 
that  she  was  my  prisoner.  She  was  sick  in  bed  and  unable  to  be 
removed.  I  summoned  her  attending  physician,  and  he  decided  she 
was  not  able  to  be  moved.  When  1  first  went  into  her  room  she  wu 
in  bed.  lying  with  her  face  from  me,  with  her  head  on  tlie  far  end  of 
the  pillow.  The  end  of  the  pillow  towards  mc  was  tilted  up,  and  I 
noticed  the  handle  of  a  «nia1l  Wrsson  piitlol.  which  t  took  and 
removed  from  under  the  pillow.     When  1  told  her  she  wm  ray  prig- 
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oner,  »hc  tumcil  m  bed  and  vvi  lier  right  Ivand  under  ilic  pillow 
froin  which  I  had  just  taken  the  pistol.  1  uid  to  her.  "  Jt  a  not 
tbcrc"  She  (lien  bi<]  down  in  tlic  bed  and  hftd  a  sort  of  a  faintiag 
spell.  I  examined  the  pistol  soon  afterwards,  and  found  three  car- 
tridges in  it.  I  renuincd  at  the  house,  in  charge  of  Mrx,  lirantley, 
three  or  four  days,  at  tlic  expiration  oi  which  lime  the  Sheriff  and 
Deputy  Sheriff  Sitnuiuns  came  arid  took  her  to  m)-  own  house,  in 
^facor^,  where  I  guarded  her  until  between  the  loth  and  aoth  of 
December. 

Dq>uty  Sheriff  Simmons  testifies  relative  to  his  official  visit 
to  Mrs.  Brantley,  during  this  period  of  her  arrest,  a^  (oUowa: 

When  we  arrived  where  «he  was,  Mrs.  Brantley  drew  mc  aside  and 
said:  "Mr,  Simmons,  I  will  never  (orgivc  you  for  this."  "For 
whnl?  For  briiiKinu  Joe  Esknilgc  back?"  She  answered.  "Yes." 
I  told  her  she  need  not  blame  me  for  that:  th.it,  in  my  opinion,  she 
knew  as  much  about  who  had  committed  this  crime  before  he  was 
captured,  as  she  did  now.  Wlien  we  left  the  house,  Mrs.  Brantley 
rode  in  a  buggy  with  me,  and  conlinued  to  ride  with  mc  (or  three 
niile^i  or  more  ot  the  way.  She  Uilked  about  Eskiidgc.  and  asked 
me  if  he  had  said  she  had  nnythins  to  do  with  the  murder.  I  told 
her  he  had  not.  When  we  rcathed  Noxubee  County,  the  shcrifT  drove 
up  and  stepped  into  the  buggy  with  Mis.  Brantley,  and  [  got  into  his 
buggy. 

Mrs.  Brantley  soon  aflerwords  was  brought  before  %  magis- 
trate's court  on  preliminary  IriaJ.  She  waiverl  examination, 
and  ct>nsentc<l  to  give  bail  for  her  appearance  at  the  next  term 
of  the  Circuit  Court  of  N<ixiibcc  County,  in  the  snm  of  $7,5oa 
Thf.  court,  without  M>licilali<m  from  the  defendant,  fixed  her 
bail  at  $i,oooi  After  furnishing-  the  required  bail,  Mrs.  Brant- 
ley went  to  Cliailariooga.  and  visite<l  olhtT  plaa-s.  n.'tiiming  to 
Macon,  aJiJ  lo  iht-  house  of  Deputy  Sheriff  Rdd,  during  sitting 
of  tlie  Circuit  Court  at  the  Spring  Term  of  1871.  While  at  the 
house  of  Mr.  Reiil.  she  wrote  a  very  lengthy  letter  to  Eslcridgc, 
who  was  then  in  jail  in  Macon.  Concerning  this  letter  there 
arc  interesting  particulars  in  the  testimony  of  Mrs.  Reid.  Tliat 
lady  said: 

Mrs.  Dramley  wa«  brought  10  otir  house  in  tlic  month  o(  Dccemlwr, 
1870.  She  boarded  with  ns  a  prisoner  until  her  bond  was  made. 
1  had  frequent  conversations  with  her  during  her  stay,  which  was 
about  three  or  four  weeks.  She  fre<iuently  referred  lo  Eeleridge,  and 
spoke  o(  him  as  a  good  and  kind  man.  She  expressed  great  sym- 
pathy and  sorrow  for  him,  and  said  that  she  could  not  believe  he 
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was  the  man  who  had  killed  licr  husband.  She  scni  a  newspaper 
hy  hci  brother,  whom  she  called  Bud,  and  told  him  tu  Ut.c  it  to 
Afin;  she  called  no  name.  Her  brother  refused,  and  said.  "OhI  no, 
sis.  1  don'l  want  to."  She  then  entreated  him  and  uid:  "Oh 
take  it,  do;  he  ia  so  tonesume,  and  wani»  something  lo  read."  Bud 
put  the  paper  in  his  pocket  and  went  away.  I  itaw  a  lady  called  Mrs. 
Eskridftc,  while  she  vfas  in  Macon.  She  had  a  child  with  her  named 
Murtiin.  Mrs.  Brantley  waft  at  my  hou.te  at  thai  lime,  and  Lskridgc 
was  then  in  J-iil,  The  day  before  she  leh  my  huuic  *he  wrote  a 
lengthy  Ictlirr;  vta's  wrilinfj  nimusi  all  day  and  nearly  all  aiichl,  and 
she  was  crying  nearly  all  the  lime  she  was  writing,  tn  the  atlernoon 
of  that  day  she  asked  me  to  walk  out  with  her,  and  I  did  so.  While 
walking,  wc  passed  by  Uic  jail,  and  she  asked  me  to  point  out  the 
room  which  Jia  occupied  in  the  jail,  and  which  window  he  could  look 
out  of.  Siion  after  our  return  she  reeommenced  Iter  writing,  and 
took  her  writing  materials  out  on  the  porch.  She  continued  crying, 
and  told  me  she  wa»  writing  to  a  cousin  of  hers  who  had  not  heard 
of  her  Ironblc.  She  wrote  until  dark.  After  supper  a  nciiihbor  came 
in,  and  in  the  course  of  conversation  he  sptike  of  a  man  by  the  name 
ol  Moore  who  had  been  arrested  and  put  In  jail  here.  Mr.s.  Brantley 
joined  in  the  conveiijitiun  and  seemed  to  he  much  intcteKted.  She 
inquired  how  it  happened  that  Moore  was  so  easily  caught,  and  was 
told  tfiat  he  was  detected  by  a  peculiar  walch-kcy  and  chain  that  he 
wore-  She  continued  her  writing  in  my  room  until  after  midnight, 
having  inquired  first  if  ■(  would  disturb  us,  staling  that  she  had  a. 
great  deal  of  writing  (o  do.  She  left  my  honsc  the  next  mornine. 
saying  she  was  going  lo  Chattanooga.  Before  leaving  she  came  into 
my  rcK>m  and  laid  the  letter  whidi  ^hc  had  written  un  the  mantel, 
and  asked  me  to  deliver  it  to  Mr.  Hcid.  my  husband,  with  a 
requcsl  that  he  would  hand  it  to  Col.  Diimuke-i,  her  ,itlorney.  I 
took  the  letter  from  ihc  mantel;  it  was  unsealed,  and  addre.s.scd  upon 
the  outside  to  Col.  E.  Dismukrs.  I  rtpencd  iiud  read  it  all.  I  am 
acquainted  with  the  liaiidwrituig  of  Mrs.  Brantley.  It  was  Iter  liand- 
writing.  I  copied  the  letter,  and  copied  it  carefully,  word  for  word 
and  letter  for  letter.  Where  a  word  was  erased  in  the  letter  I  erased 
it  in  the  copy  I  made,  and  it  was  in  all  respects  a  perfect  copy. 
When  1  had  copied  it,  I  gave  the  letter  to  Mr.  Rcid.  The  copy  which 
I  made  is  now  on  file  m  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court 
ol  Noxubee  County. 

The  letter  to  which  the  foregoing  testimony  alludes  was 
enclosed  in  a  sheet  of  paper  upon  which  weir  written  tlic  fol- 
lowing words: 

COLOVFi,  ■niSMincES— Will  you  be  »  kind  as  to  hand  thin  letter  lo 
.  and  oblige  Yours  truly. 
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The  whole  manuscript  was  placed  in  a  large  envelope  ad- 
dressed lo  Colonel  E,  Dismukcs,  and  was  delivered  to  liira 
upon  liis  calling  and  inquiring  of  Mr.  Rcid  (or  it,  saying  lliat 
he  had  received  a  telegram  from  Mrs.  Brantle>'  requesting  him 
to  call  for  it.    The  full  text  o[  the  letter  is  as  follows: 

My  Own  Pbeciol's  One— Wc  did  not  come  this  mominR  as  we 
cxfwctcd;  wc  were  left.  Ob,  my  darlinicl  nh,  how  painful.  Iiow  cruel 
and  agonizing  il  is  to  my  poor,  ud  heart,  to  b«  «o  I  can  almost  hear 
you  speak,  but  dare  not  go  to  you.  Bud*  wants  lo  ace  you.  but  I 
think  it  best  he  should  not  He  is  perfectly  willing  for  mc  to  do 
everything  in  the  world  for  you,  and  wilt  assist  in  getting  money 
for  you.  I  aai  goins  lo  raise  money  (or  you,  my  own  darling  one, 
if  I  have  to  selt  my  land.  You  shall  Ik  retraced,  rui/  vAa/  if  may. 
]  eannot  live,  my  »wcct  one.  il  you  fave  to  suffer  in  this  way.  (or 
you  arc  suffering,  surely.  Bud  ia  willing  for  U3.  just  as  soon  as  we 
can  raise  the  money,  to  go  far  away  to  some  new  state;  and  now. 
my  precious  one,  promise  me  that  when  you  arc  free  you  will  not 
Mop  until  you  arc  far./araway  from  this  countrj-.  Do  not,  for  Giid's 
sake  and  yoiir  own  loving  "  D/s  "f  sake,  try  to  see  me.  It  wilt  not 
do  lor  us  tu  »ce  each  other  in  this  country,  for  yau  will  be  huntfd 
dmi/n.  and  of  course  1  wilE  be  wretched,  for  they  will  think  tliat  you 
will  be  somewhere  near  me.  Oh.  my  heari't  idol!  is  it  not  better  for 
you  not  to  sec  mc  ii>r  years? — but  it  will  not  be  that  long.  Oh  I  sweet 
one,  I  know  you  arc  crazy  to  see  mc.  Aiid  it  will  almost  kill  you  to 
have  to  lire  without  seeing  me;  but  it  mml  not  f-e.  Promise.  swe.-ir 
to  mc  that  you  will  not;  that  you  will  go  far,  far  away  from  me.  You 
know,  my  own  <larlm){,  tliat  I  will  join  you  as  soon  as  it  is  prudent 
and  safe  (or  mc  to  du  so.  I  swear,  so  help  mc  God.  I  will  not  rest 
one  moment  until  I  net  my  business  in  a  condition  so  that  t  can  meet 
you.  You  are  my  hie,  my  all  on  earth.  I  love  yon,  my  own  sweet 
one,  more  than  life.  I  live  lor  you,  and  I  would  die  for  you.  lilcss 
your  precious  soul.  My  darting,  it  would  be  a  pleasure  to  die,  if  nec- 
essary, for  one  so  sweet,  so  noble,  f-a  fatthftil  and  good  as  your  own 
precious,  loved  self  is.  Oh  I  ray  darling,  what  is  life  to  me  without 
you?  Nothing  but  a  lonely,  wrttehcd,  and  miserable  existence,  Yo« 
almost  fill  my  every  thought,  every  dcsirei  and  there  will  not,  cannot 
be  any  peace  for  my  weary,  anxious  soul  until  you  are  free  and  I  am 
with  you. 

My  dearest  one.  you  must  go  far  away  into  some  new  Stale,  and 
firmly  bear  our  separation  like  a  true  man,  with  patience  and  cheer- 
fulness, until  I  can  join  you:  for  I  swear  to  you,  my  own  loved  one, 
that  my  soitl.  heart,  and  mind  shall  know  no  fear  nor  rest  until  I  join 
you;  and  lliat  I  am  coming  to  my  own  darling  the  moment  I  get  the 
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money^for  wc  must  have  rcioney.  wc  cannot  live  without  it,  and  I  am 
Koing  lo  have  it  at  any  sacrilice.  I  will  sell  the  last  thing  1  have  on 
earth  to  faise  it.  I  am  icaiful  1  will  have  to  tut  for  my  insurance  poU' 
cics  before  I  can  get  that  money.  Bud  it  willing  for  us  to  leave  ihi» 
country;  indeed,  he  is  very  anxious  to  have  us  do  so.  He  expresses 
a  great  deal  of  sympathy  Tor  you,  tny  own  swccl  boy.  Wc  c;in  find 
places  where  we  can  live  unknown  and  in  safely.  The  only  trouble 
will  be  in  your  getting  away.  When  you  lir^t  leave  here,  my  riarling, 
you  must  be  so  cautious  and  prudent  in  travelling.  I  would  not  go 
where  there  are  telegraphs.  Yoti  will  have  to  disguise  yourself  com- 
pletely. Have  nothinic  about  you  tliat  couM  be  recognized,  not  even 
your  name.  Oht  my  precious  one,  1  am  so  fearful  that  if  you  do 
get  out  you  will  not  be  pnident  or  cautious  enough.  If  you  ttay 
here  and  stand  a  trial,  I  an]  no  (earful  they  will  do  the  worit  they 
can  against  jou.  Oh,  my  precious  one.  will  you  promise  your  de- 
voted "  D."  that  you  will  trust  lo  her  undying  love,  her  true  iin- 
ccrily.  and  everlasting  (aithftilncsi  and  dcvotcdness  to  you?  thai  you 
will  not  give  yourself  any  uneasiness  about  her.  but  rest  assured  that 
she  loves  you  with  a  deathless  love  which  the  whole  world  cannot 
change?  and  ihal  your  "  D.'s  "  every  thought  and  hope  is  of  you. 
and  that  she  will  employ  every  moment,  and  bend  every  energy  for 
you!  Precious,  darling  one,  bcUcvc  me,  so  help  me  UodI  your  "  D." 
will  join  you  even  though  yoit  are  in  Europe  or  any  other  part  of 
th«  world.  Yes,  my  sweet,  worshipped  boy.  1  am  coming  to  you  or 
will  die  in  the  attempt.  OM  sweet  one,  will  you  take  the  advice  ot 
her  whose  very  being  and  existence  is  centered  in  you?  Sweetest, 
dearest,  best  of  God's  creation:  yes.  darling.  I  am  proud  of  your  love, 
and  thank  God  in  the  fulncs.s  of  my  heart  lor  blessing  me  with  such 
pure  and  faithful  love  as  yours.  You  alone,  darling  one,  can  make  me 
happy,  and  I  will  die  a  thousand  deaths  before  I  will  give  you  up^ 
yes.  1  first  will  sacrifice  every  earthly  joy  and  pleasure — indeed,  all  ihal 
is  near  and  d«ar  to  me. 

My  darling.  I  will  rcnutin  in  Giatlanooga  until  I  hear  from  you. 
You  must  destroy  every  letter  I  write  you,  lor  it  would  ruin  us  for- 
ever if  ihcy  should  be  fottnd.  When  you  read  my  letters  do  not  let 
any  one  >,ce  you.  Oht  how  my  heart  longs  to  be  pressed  to  your 
faithful  breast  once  more.  It  is  cruel,  oh,  most  wretchedly  painful, 
to  have  to  wait  for  that  sweet,  blessed  hour  when  wc  will  meet  to 
part  no  more  on  earth.  My  darling,  lei  us  pray  lo  God  ii>  reunite 
us,  and  lor  a  Christian  resignation  to  suffer  palicntly  our  separation 
uniil  wc  can  join  each  other  in  safety.  Cod  is  merciful  and  good, 
and  He  will  not  deprive  us  of  the  greatest  consolation  we  have  on 
earth,  although  the  dark  clouds  ol  hopeless  despair  liang  threat- 
eningly over  our  glonmy  pathway,  and  the  sunshine  of  hope  teems 
forever  fled.  In  Hi.t  own  (food  time  He  will  bless  us  with  peace  and 
happiness.  Many  have  snfTered  ihc  same  bitter  trials  and  sorrows, 
such  as  we  now  endure,  yet  in  the  end  have  come  out  triumphant. 
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So  let  us,  my  own  darling,  strengthen  our  hearts  with  new  hopes, 
encrgiet.  and  fortiitide  to  bear  all;  and  prepare  oufwlvcs  with  rcntwed 
vigor  to  coiKiucr  or  die;  to  overcome  all  ubstaclc.t  which  would  keep 
OUT  hearts  apart.  Oh,  my  own  sweet  boyi  if  I  could  only  feel  Uiat  you 
will  cast  oS  all  unhappy  icclings,  and  cheer  up  and  endure  your 
troubles  like  a  brave  and  true  man.  1  would  be  so  much  happier. 
So  do  be  cheerful,  my  darling,  and  determined  to  be  free.  I  almost 
die  with  all  liorts  of  (earn  and  misgiving:*  concerning  you.  Will  you 
do  as  I  beg  and  entreat  of  you?  and,  oh,  believe  and  trust  in  your 
own  devoted  "  D,'s"  faithfulness  and  undyiiiK  love  tor  her  own  wor- 
shipped and  idolized  boy. 

There  Koc»  your  dinner.'  Oht  my  darling,  it  recalls  bappy  scenes 
of  days  Knn«,  when  we  uud  to  have  our  meals  bronicht  to  us.  It  is 
almost  more  than  my  sad,  aching  heart  can  lUnd;  and  to  think, 
darling,  that  the  one  1  so  intensely,  so  fondly,  so  madly  love,  should 
be  so  cruelly  and  awfully  treated!  I  would  lo  God  I  had  the  power, 
then  my  darlinfi  should  be  (rc< — should  not  remain  one  moment  more 
in  thai  old,  liaceful  place.  Oh,  God.  have  mercy,  and  deliver  my 
precious  one  from  his  enemies:  and  restore  him,  mont  ftrafioiit  God, 
to  her  who  will  never,  never  know  peace,  nor  happiiicis,  mir  rest, 
until  he  in  tree.  Preelont.  1  have  wept  thousands  ol  Inlier  trarv  tiver 
thi«  letter,     I  write  awhile  and  cry  awhile. 

My  darling,  I  am  truly  glad  and  delighted  that  M.t  is  lo  remain 
with  you.  It  is  just  what  she  ought  to  dn.  It  will  be  so  consoling 
and  cheering  to  you  in  your  loneliness  to  have  her  who  loves  you  and 
is  so  near  to  you.  lo  your  heart.  Ohl  my  precious  one,  1  sometimes 
feel  that  1  am  doing  wrong  in  loving  you,  when  your  sweet  and  lovely 
wife,  who  should  occupy  your  whole  hcarf — 1  am  soiiictimcs  fearful 
that  God  will  nut  ble»»  our  love.  Ohl  if  you  could  only  forget  me, 
and  bejtow  all  of  your  heart's  beat  and  warmest  affections  upon  her 
who.  before  God.  is  fully  entitled  lo  them.  I  sometimes  think  that  it 
wnutd  be  belter  far  all  if  I  were  to  go  into  a  nunnery,  and  there  is 
but  one  thing  that  kcepx  me  from  it,  and  that  i«  my  promise  to  you. 
My  darling,  trj-  and  keep  M.  with  you  all  the  time,  for  it  will  be  a 
ttreat  conKolntion  to  mc  lo  know  that  you  have  a  loved  one  with  you. 
Oh!  would  thcrp  was  more  for  met  yet  all  can  see  you  but  poor  mcl 
It  is  too  bad.  loo  cruel! 

Precious.  I  have  heard  so  many  liei  since  I  returned  to  this  place, 
that  it  make!!  mc  hate  and  despite  mankind.  How  can  men  tell  such 
b^sc.  malicious  lies?  I  do  believe  the  old  devil  has  been  turned  loose 
and  has  possession  of  most  men,  How  I  long  to  leave  this  country 
and  go  to  some  Ear  distant  one,  where  I  will  never  hear  of  any  person 
whom  1  ever  knew.  My  darling,  I  am  hearl-sielc  this  evening  Yonr 
"  D,"  looks  ten  times  older  than  when  you  saw  her  lasL    Grief  and 
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sorrow  arc  leaving  de«p  and  tasting  traces  npon  her  brow  and  heart. 
y«,  atl  within  is  daik  and  lonely,  desolate  and  wretched.  Oh.  what 
u  life  lo  IDC  now?  I  wuuld  piity  for  death,  Oarhng,  if  t[  were  not  (or 
you.  1  must  live  to  save  you;  lo  help  you  to  be  free  once  more.  I 
must  live,  I  must  suRcr  all,  bear  all,  for  j'our  sweet  sake.  I  will  never 
give  tij)  the  shi]).  Imt  will  struggle  on  with  undying  faith,  hope  and 
energy,  until  she  i»  brought  aafcly  into  port.  OhI  my  darling,  you 
cantiot  feel  more  miseribic  than  1,  (or  although  my  poor,  feeble  body 
it,  not  itnpriioned,  yet  my  heart,  soul  and  thoughts  nre,  for  they  are 
with  yoM  dny  and  night:  and  your  sufferings,  grich  and  sorrows  art- 
all,  all  mine.  Believe  me,  dearest,  my  spirit  watches  over  yuii  day 
and  night  1  am  with  you.  always  with  yuu,  Oh,  darling!  pray  with 
your  own  "  D."  to  our  .Almighty  Father  to  sustain  you  in  your  under- 
takings, and  lo  restore  you  soon  to  the  loving  arms  that  are  irem- 
blingly  awaiting  to  farevcr  cUsp  around  you.  My  darling,  I  could 
never  pray  with  any  faith  or  power  before.  My  every  breath  is  a 
prayer  for  my  absent,  darling  boy.  Just  as  soon  as  I  return  to  Chat- 
tanooKs,  I  will  send  you  my  picture,  which  I  wdl  have  taken;  but 
you  must  be  so  carolul  with  it.  Keep  it  close  to  that  heart  whereon 
I  so  often  have  lain  my  weary  head.  My  darling,  it  seems  imi>ossible 
for  me  to  stop  writing  to  you.  I  will  send  you  some  paper*  for  you 
lo  read  in  your  lonely  hours.  OIiI  how  can  I  say  larcwcll?  how  can 
I  part  with  you?  how  can  I  leave  my  sweet  one?  I  have  almost 
cried  my  eyes  out;  indeed,  they  arc  so  weak  from  crying  I  am  uneasy 
about  them.    Write  to  your  own  "  D," 

5  o'elotk. — My  loved  one.  since  1  returned  this  evening  from  a  walk 
in  which  I  had  to  pa«»  (he  d.irk  and  gloomy  walls  wherein  the  idol 
of  my  heart  is  confined,  I  feel  that  death  would  be  to  me  a  blessing. 
Ob.  merciful  Godi  to  think  the  idol  of  my  sou!  ghoulrl  be  cruelly 

and  wrongfully  shut  up  in  that  gloomy .    Oh.  it  will  kill  mel  the 

very  thouglil  is  maddtming.  I  must  leave  this  place  or  I  certainly 
will  go  m.nd.  yes.  mad,  if  1  remain  a  week  longer.  It  is  more  than 
my  poor,  grief- stricken  heart  can  bear.  I  am  weeping  the  most 
painful,  the  most  bitter  tears  I  ever  shed  in  my  life,  now  while  I  am 
wilting.  Did  you  sec  your  "  D."  as  she  passed  by?  Oh!  I  never  can 
tell  you  the  agony  I  felt.  I  have  had  sorrow,  but  never  in  all  my 
life  hax-e  I  stilTered  such  painful,  exeniciaiing  grief  as  I  now  am  su(- 
Icring  (or  you.  My  darling,  all  say  to  me  that  !  am  tree  from  all  my 
troubles:  that  I  should  be  very  happy.  Dearest  one.  they  know  not 
what  they  say.  they  know  not  the  utter  desolation,  the  wrvlchcdness, 
the  imperishable  grief  that  tills  my  soul.  They  know  not  that  all  my 
earthly  happineis,  nay,  my  very  life  and  existence,  arc  confined  in 
that  gloomy  prison.  I  cannot  live  if  you  arc  not  released.  I  shall 
go  craty  or  will  die.  I  truly  believe  I  hai-e  been  almost  insane  all 
(lay-  Oh!  my  darlinK.  why  did  you  not  write  your  "  D."  one  sweet 
line  to-day.  lo  cheer  and  console  her  poor  heart.  I  know  you  have 
with  you  those  who  love  you  fondly^  and  I  will  not  be  selliBh.     God 
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ble«t  im  little  Morion;*  how  truly  f  love  him.  (or  he  it  my  darling't 
chilil,  and  his  children  arc  dearer  to  me  than  all  others.  How  much 
I  would  love  to  hiive  him  with  me) — nnd.  ilarling,  a«  lung  as  1  have 
a  cent,  I  will  iharc  it  freely  with  your  luvetl  wne»,  lor  they  are  mine 
also.  It  wolM  kill  me  to  leain  that  the;  ever  fullered  while  I  have  a 
cent  left.  Precioas,  I  am  going  to  try  to  »eU  my  land,  so  that  wc 
will  have  money  cnoutih  to  buy  us  all  a  home  in  some  distant,  new 
Stale. 

Should  you  get  out,  let  mc  beg  of  you  to  wear  nothing  whatever 
that  you  have  worn  before:  not  even  your  «lceve-buttoni.  Do  not 
have  any  baggage  that  you  linvc  with  you  now,  lor  if  you  do,  you 
will  be  described,  and  it  muy  be  the  meant  of  your  rcnt[iture.  as 
were  the  things  of  Moore.  He  was  discovered  by  a  key  upon  his 
watch-chain.  Sec  what  Httlc  ihingi  will  do.  Oh,  how  can  I  >top 
writing,  (or  it  is  my  only  pleasure  and  comfort!  When  you  write 
me,  direct  your  letters  like  the  others,  except  do  not  put  on  them 
"tlrictly  private,"  ah  it  may  cause  suflpiciou-  Try  and  diaguisc  the 
backing  of  your  leitcrs,  as  they  may  have  Found  out  your  handwriting 
in  the  office  here.  Give  all  your  letters  to  Dismukcs  to  put  in  the 
office.  My  loved  one.  write  to  your  "  D."  soon.  God  bleu  you  and 
our  dear  loved  ones. 

Ever  yours  until  death, 

"  D." 

It  is  now  &  well  known  fact  tliat  at  the  date  of  these  oceur- 
reiices  the  prison  di&cipJitie  iit  some  of  the  Suuihcm  States  was 
of  an  exceedingi)'  loose  and  unctrrtain  character.  The  officers 
of  justice  were  those  least  competent  to  serve  as  such,  and  in 
some  instances  even  the  bench  was  in  tlie  custody  of  persons 
without  lionesly  or  reputation.  It  is  not  to  he  wondered  at, 
then,  that  this  beautiful  woman,  who  was  so  madly  in  earnest, 
should  have  found  an  official  ear  willing  to  listen  to  her  entrea- 
ties. Little  surprise  was  manifested  when  the  bet  was  made 
public  that  the  cell  of  Eskridge  was  mysteriously  vacant;  that 
the  prisoner  had  gone,  no  one  knew  whither. 

The  extent  of  Mrs,  Brantley's  complicity  with  the  murder 
was  not  then  known,  nor  was  it  generally  cretlited,  and  thusc 
who  did  suspect  such  a  thinp  possible  were  willing  to  excuse  or 
justify  it  Not  only  was  Mrs.  lirantlcy  tlie  charming:  woman 
we  have  described,  but  her  husband  was  known  in  the  locality 
as  a  miserable  vagabond  and  a  fugitive  from  justice.  It  was  no 
wonder  tliat  stie  could  not  mourn  a  loss  which  was  merely 
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nominal  not  real.  The  criminal  proccdings  agaiivst  her  were 
quietly  abandoned,  and  she  then  only  needed  to  return  to  Selina 
for  Uie  furtherance  of  lier  plans,  and  to  notify  the  insurance 
ctiinijanies  o(  her  claims  against  tliein.  Tliis  she  did  tlirough 
her  counsellor.  General  Morgan.  Without  delay  legal  steps 
were  taken  l)y  her  attorney  for  tlic  reco%xry  of  the  sum  insured, 
which  action  resultetl  in  the  disclosure  of  the  plot  cuhninating 
in  the  tragic  manner  we  have  related.  So  overwhelming  wa5 
the  evidaicc  produced  by  the  Travelers  Insurance  Company  in 
defending  the  suit,  the  plaintiff  saw  that  her  cause  was  not 
only  hopelessly  lost,  but  that  her  liberty,  and  perhaps  her  life, 
was  endangered.  A  disconliimance  of  the  suit  slopped  the 
ir trodiiction  of  further  evidence,  and  the  plainlifT  disappeared 
from  public  gaze.  For  a  long  time  her  whereabouts  was  a 
profound  mystcrj-.  known  only  to  her  legal  advisers,  if  at  all 
times  it  was  knoivn  even  to  Ibcm. 

The  developments  resulting  from  the  insurance  suit  occa- 
sioned further  steps  to  be  taken  for  the  recapture  of  Eskridge, 
and  finally  he  was  discovered  and  arrested  in  Texas,  whence  he 
was  bmtight  back  to  Mississippi,  where  be  was  tried  for  the 
murder  of  Brantley,  and  upon  being  found  guilty  was  sen- 
tenced to  be  executed.  That  the  extreme  penalty  of  the  law 
would  have  been  carric<l  into  effect,  there  is  no  reasonable 
doubt;  but  (luring  the  Governor's  temporary  absence  from  tlie 
State,  a  pardon  was  obtained  from  the  ncgmi  Lieutenant-Gov- 
ernor. It  is  generally  believed  that  a  bribe  of  $500  was  the 
price  paid  for  Eskridge's  pardon.  We  have  no  positive  evi- 
dence that  such,  or  any  stim  was  paid.  Our  only  reason  for 
discredilinR  such  a  nmior  is,  that  so  large  a  sum  as  S500  was 
regarded  necesaary  to  purchase  a  pardon  from  the  ofHdal  who 
granted  it. 


THE  HUNTER-ARMSTRONG  TRAGEDY. 
Benjamin  Hunter  was  a  man  who  stood  well  in  business 
circles  in  Philadelphia,  and  who  had  acoimulated  money  in  the 
kitchen  range  and  boiler  manufacture.  He  was  respected  in 
the  church  of  which  he  was  a  member,  and  was  said  to  be  a 
kind  and  aflFectionate  husband  and  father.  An  old  personal 
friend,  John    M.  Armstrong,   a  slcrtdcr.   good-looking   man, 
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rather  deaf,  about  forty  years  of  age,  who  was  engaged  in  the 
niusic>publishing  business,  induced  Hunter  to  invest  money  in 
his  business  as  a  special  partner.  Whca  this  associatiun  was 
dissolved  by  limitation,  Armstrong  was  in  Hunter's  debt  tu  an 
amount  exceeding  seven  thousand  dollars.  The  undertaking 
turned  out  unsuccessfully,  and  Hunter  complained  bitterly  that 
Armstning  had  lived  in  a  style  beyond  his  means,  tliat  he 
avoided  and  slighted  his  creditor,  and  evinced  no  dispowtion  to 
meet  his  indebtedness.  Hunter,  who  was  nuted  fnr  his  avari- 
ciuuit  spirit,  hnxided  over  the  l()ss  till  he  conceived  what  he 
termed  a  "  deqi-laid  plot  "  to  insure  Armstrong's  life  in  liis  own 
behalf  [or  a  large  sum — much  larger,  as  afterward  ap[>earcd, 
than  the  amount  of  the  obligation — and  eventually  compass  his 
premature  death. 

He  proceeded  to  carry  this  villainous  design  into  execution 
by  taking  out  the  following  polit-ies  on  the  hfe  of  Amistrong: 
One  for  $10,000  in  tlie  Manliattan  Life,  one  for  $io,Ocx)  in  the 
Mutii,il  l.ife  of  Mew  York,  an*l  one  for  $6,000  in  the  IVovident 
Life  and  Trust  of  t'hilatlelphia.  Armstrong  was  too  deaf  to 
calch  the  mention  of  these  sums  at  the  offices,  and  Hunter 
told  him  that  the  total  insurance  was  only  $7,500,  just  enough 
to  cover  the  amount  of  his  indebtedness,  and  thus  disarmed 
suspicion.  Hunter's  next  step  was  to  procure  an  assassin  for 
his  victim,  and  he  found  one  in  Tliomas  Graliani,  a  dissolute 
fellow,  formerly  his  apprentice,  who  consented  to  do  the  deed 
for  $500.  Hunter  took  a  journey  to  Virginia,  with  the  under- 
standing that  the  murder  was  to  be  accomplislicd  while  he  was 
away;  but  nothing  was  effected  during  his  absence,  Graham 
becoming  chicken-heartcfl  atid  infirm  of  purpow,  ami  he  found 
that  he  himself  would  have  to  take  a  direct  and  active  hand  in 
the  work  of  as-a&sination.  He  forged  on  a  postal  card  a  mes- 
sage from  Tonl  W.  Davis,  of  Camden,  the  New  Jersey  city  on 
the  opposite  shore  of  the  Delaware  River,  to  .Armstrong,  invit- 
ing the  latter  to  visit  him  (Davis)  in  that  town  to  receive  money 
in  payment  of  a  debt  due  to  him.  Armstrong  caught  at  the 
bait,  and  Hunter  and  Graham  accompanied  him,  Before  leav- 
ing, Armstrong  sent  a  note  to  his  wife  informing  her  that  he 
would  not  be  nt  home  to  take  lea  that  evening,  as  he  was 
going  to  Camden  with  Hunter  and  Graham  to  receive  some 
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money.  This  was  January  23d,  1878,  seven  weeks  after  Hunter 
had  taken  out  the  policies  on  Armstrong's  lite.  liunlcr  had 
bought  a  new  felt  hat  and  a  hatchet,  and  muffled  himself  up  so 
as  to  be  unrecognizable.  Graham  was  provided  with  a  ham- 
mer, on  the  handle  of  which,  as  weM  as  tliat  of  the  hatchet, 
were  cut  the  initials  F.  W.  D.,  implying  a  desigfii  to  throw 
suspicion  on  Ford  W.  Davis,  against  whom  he  owed  a  grudge, 
and  whom  he  was  willing  to  see  convicted  and  punished  for 
his  own  crime,  for  which  e\'cry  preparation  had  now  been 
tlioughtfully  and  carefully  made. 

When  the  victim  reached  the  comer  of  Fifth  and  Vine 
streets,  Camden,  near  Ford's  residence,  Hunter  gave  the  signal 
by  uttering  the  word  "  yes,"  which  the  deaf  Armstrong  did  not 
hear,  but  which  brought  Graham,  who  had  slunk  behind,  up  to 
thr  work,  and  lie  felled  Armstrong  to  the  earth  with  his  ham- 
mer. As  he  sank  beneath  the  force  of  the  blow,  he  turned  on 
Graham  such  a  look  of  pitiful  appealing  and  distress  that  the 
assassin,  pierced  to  tlic  heart  with  remorse,  thriCw  away  his 
murderous  instrument,  turned  and  fled  in  horror.  But  Htmter, 
a  bolder  and  more  hardened  wretch,  completed  the  butchery 
by  smashing  the  victim's  skull  with  his  hatchet.  The  assassins 
met  again  at  the  ferry,  where,  in  answer  to  Graham's  anxious 
inquiry.  Hunter  replied,  "I  finished  him."  Graham  received 
$10  on  account  from  Hunter  as  payment  for  the  part  he  had 
taken  in  the  murder. 

When  Armstrong  was  found  on  the  sidewalk  he  was  insen- 
sable.  He  was  taken  to  his  home  in  Philadelphia.  'ITie  ham- 
mer on  wiiich  tlie  initials  were  cut  was  picked  up,  and  Ford  W. 
Davis  was  arrested.  James  P.  Demaris,  another  resident  of 
Camden,  likewise  involved  in  business  complications  with 
Annstrong.  was  also  imprisoned  on  the  same  charge,  as  an 
express  driver  testified  that  he  saw  two  men  running  away  on 
the  fatal  night  from  the  scene  of  the  murder.  The  appear- 
ances against  them  were  dark  and  menacing.  At  daybreak, 
after  the  night  in  which  .\rmstrong  was  stnick  down,  his 
son  Frank,  prompted  by  the  note  his  father  had  sent  the  even- 
ing previous,  called  on  Hunter  for  an  explanation:  but  Hunter 
declared  that  he  had  not  b^cn  at  Camden  on  the  night  before, 
am)  that  if  Armstrvmg  bad  written  that  he  was  going  there 
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with  him  he  was  "covered  with  lies  from  head  to  foot" 
Hunter  went  soon  after  to  the  shop  of  one  Peter  Rpp,  to  re- 
quest him  to  go  with  him  to  repair  a  boiler ;  and  as  they  were 
on  their  way,  bej^e<l  him  as  a  favor,  because  a  man  had  been 
hurt  at  Camden  where  he  had  been  the  night  previous,  to  state 
that  he.  Hunter,  had  been  at  his  place  at  that  time,  lest  his  wife 
should  be  angry  with  him  and  be  should  he  brought  into  dis- 
credit in  his  church.  Epp,  who  is  said  to  liavc  been  a  decent 
mechanic,  wa&  foolish  enough  to  comply  with  the  request. 

Then  caine  a  climax  which  revealed  the  fiendish  and  revolt- 
ing cruelty  of  Hunter.  After  calling  at  Armsiroug's  with  Epp 
to  force  his  alibi  on  tlie  family,  he  returned  later  in  the  day, 
and  quietly  entered  the  room  in  wliich  tlie  dying  man  lay.  The 
wcimds  had  been  staunched  and  carefully  banilagcd,  and  the 
sufferer  was  lying  unconscious  on  the  betl.  Mrs.  Smith,  an  old 
friend  of  the  family,  acting  as  nurse,  was  tJie  only  otiier  pcrs<ji] 
in  the  room,  the  doctor  having  just  gone.  Hunter,  seizing 
the  op|Hirtunity,  said  blandly  to  Mrs.  Smith  that  he  would  see 
to  Armstrong  and  relieve  her  for  a  little  while,  urging  her  to 
go  down  and  comfort  Mrs,  Armstrong,  Mrs.  Smith  left  the 
room.  In  a  few  minutes  slic  returned.  She  saw,  to  her  hor- 
ror, that  tliere  was  a  complete  and  terrible  change  in  the  dying 
man.  His  body  was  in  a  violent  tremor,  he  was  moaning,  and 
his  womids  were  bleeding  afrcsli. 

In  the  excitement,  Hunter  said  he  would  go  for  a  doctor, 
and  left  the  house.  It  was  then  discovertxl  that  the  bandages 
had  been  torn  frum  the  murdered  mans  head,  and  that  a  clean 
napkin,  whtdi  liad  just  Iretn  placed  over  it,  had  been  taken 
away.  I'carful  lest  Armstrong  might  be  so  far  restored  to 
consciousiKSS  a*  to  rc\'eal  the  ramc  of  the  murderers,  the  mis- 
creant had  lorn  open  the  wotmds  he  ha<l  made,  and  thus 
rendered  his  victim's  death  certain  and  speedy, 

A  few  days  after  Armstrong's  death  Hunter  accepted  an  invi- 
tation to  go  to  New  Jersey  *'  to  give  important  testimony  in  the 
case."  but  was  not  pentiitted  to  return  home,  the  .suspicions 
against  him,  however,  being  mainly  based  on  the  fact  of  his 
holding  the  large  insurance  on  .Armstrong's  life,  and  his  exces- 
sive eagerness  to  divert  attention  from  himself.  As  Uie  cliaiu 
of  evidence  grew  stronger,  Davis  and  Dcniaris  \vere  released, 
and  Hunter  was  bound  over  on  the  charge  of  murder. 
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Thomas  Graliam  was  next  suspected  as  an  accomplice,  and 
was  ■'  slmdowcd  '■  by  the  police  lor  many  weeks,  a  detective 
obtaining  rooms  in  the  house  where  Grsliam  boarded.  Enough 
was  leamcd  to  warrant  Graham's  arrest,  and  on  the  19th  of 
March,  two  months  after  the  nmrder,  he  was  taken  over  to 
Camden,  where  he  made  a  full  confession  of  the  deed.  He 
recited  Hunter's  proposition  to  him  to  murder  Armstrong,  for 
which  he  (Graham)  was  to  receive  $5C»;  how  the  conspiracy 
failed  on  one  occasion;  how  on  the  fatal  night  Hunter,  wearing 
a  new  felt  hat  and  with  his  face  muffled,  went  in  company  with 
Anustrong  to  Camden,  Graham  following  then  with  the  ham- 
mer which  Hunter  provided  him  with,  and  how  at  the  comer 
of  Fifth  and  Vine  streets  Hunter  gave  him  the  signal  for  the 
attack.  Graham  then  claimed  that  after  he  struck  the  first 
blow  his  heart  failed  him  on  seeing  the  distressed  and  reproach- 
ful look  of  astonishment  on  the  face  of  their  helpless  victim, 
and  he  then  threw  down  the  weapon  and  ran  away,  leaving 
Hunter  and  the  victim  in  tlie  darkness.  Soon  afterward  Hunter 
joined  liim  at  the  ferry  and  infonned  liim  that  he  (Hunter)  had 
"  finished  him."  Both  then  crossed  the  river  and  sq>arated  in 
Pliiladelphia. 

After  this  confession  a  true  bill  was  found  against  Hunter, 
antt  on  the  loth  of  June  he  was  brought  to  trial.  Testimony 
which  was  clear  and  conclusive  showed  that  Hunter  not  only 
murderously  assaulted  his  victim  in  the  streets  of  Camden,  and 
by  cutting  the  initials  on  the  weapon  sought  to  involve  an 
innocent  man,  but  that  he  also  went  to  Annstrong's  house  in 
the  character  of  a  friend  on  the  day  after  the  assault,  and  tam- 
pered with  the  wounds  on  the  head  of  the  dying  man,  who  was 
still  insensible,  causing  theiu  to  open  afresh.  His  counsel 
made  great  efforts  to  prove  an  alibi,  but  they  broke  down,  and 
on  the  3d  of  July  Hunter  was  convicted  of  murder  in  the  first 
degree.  Although  the  jury  remained  out  nearly  three  hours, 
it  was  subsequendy  reported  by  some  of  them  that  they  would 
have  convicted  the  accused  without  leaving  tlic  box  had  they 
not  dreaded  tlic  ensuing  e-xciteinent. 

The  insurance  motive,  Uie  purpose  to  profit  by  insurance 
contingent  upon  the  life  of  Armstrong,  was  clearly  pointed  out 
in  the  course  of  the  summary  of  tlie  public  prosecutor,  Mr. 
Jenkins,  who  said: 
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"  Benjamin  Hunlcf,  the  defendant,  bad  ubuincd  an  insurance  of 
$36,000  on  tile  life  of  John  M.  ArmstTong.  and  this  bet  wc  contend 
lurnUbcs  the  motive  which  led  to  the  murder.  The  defendant  wu 
nut  a  rich  man  at  that  lime  hj  any  means,  as  it  has  hccn  shown  to 
you  in  thii  caie. 

"  His  property  was  only  valued  at  9^3.000.  while  his  intome  merely 
amounied  ID  nhtmt  V.^'O''-  Hix  taxes,  the  intcrul  on  hit  nionitafi<^s, 
and  his  water  renli  amounted  to  $750;  and  the  premiums  on  these 
policies  amounted  to  soniclhinE  like  ft.ooo  or  fi.ioa  which,  after 
Iteiii^  (ledui-ted  from  the  amount  of  his  income,  would  only  leave 
him  about  $500  a  year  upon  which  to  support  his  family.  He  had  a 
large  family.  »nd  this  sum  was  apparcnci)'  inauilicicnt  to  support 
them  in  the  style  in  which  tliey  hnd  been  living.  He  had  his  carriage 
and  hh  horjic,  he  had  his  servants,  and  he  had  his  house  to  maintain; 
and  $500  was  loo  small  with  which  to  meet  the  expenses  of  his  expen* 
sivc  household.  It  would  have  taken  $3,000  a  year  at  least.  He  had 
retired  I'tom  business,  and  had  been  living  in  style.  It  is  a  hard 
matter  for  those  who  have  been  accustomed  to  the  luxuries  of  this 
world  to  rclicnch  those  expenses  which  are  necessary  lor  the  pur- 
pose of  afTording  them.  It  is  an  easy  matter  fur  a  poor  man  to 
become  still  poorer:  but  it  is  hard  (or  a  rieb  man  lo  give  np  his 
accustomed  way  of  living;  and  this  is  the  experience  of  all  of  us  m 
this  age  in  which  we  live.  Benjamin  Hunter  told  jrou  that  Mr.  Arm* 
Mrocig  understood  thoroughly  that  the  policies  of  insurance  to  the 
amount  of  $36,000  were  to  be  taken  out  upon  his  life  by  Utm.  He 
slated  thai  they  had  a  conversation  together  about  this  jnatter;  and 
tliat  Mr.  Armstrong  understood  it  thoroughly.  But  from  the  tchti- 
niuny  of  Mr.  Vanuxcm.  il  is  apparent  to  you  that  Mr.  Armstrong 
did  not  thoroughly  understand  the  negotiation  of  this  insurance. 
John  M.  .Armstrong  had  no  idea  that  the  defendant  was  intending  10 
procure  $j6,ooo  insurance,  (or  when  he  went  to  the  New  York  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company,  in  Philadelphia,  to  be  examined,  and  told 
Mr.  Vanuxem  that  the  policy  to  be  taken  out  was  only  for  the  smn 
of  Ja.soo.  .Mr.  Vnnuxem  asked  him,  *  Nii  more?'  And  he  replied. 
'  Noi  $2,500.'  Armstrong  was  not  so  big  a  (ool  as  this  defendant 
would  have  you  believe.  He  understood  his  business;  and  he  knew 
that  he  did  not  want  $26,000  of  insurance  upon  hi*  life  when  he  only 
owed  the  defeiidani  six  or  seven  thousand  dolbrs.  Wtiai.  then,  was 
llie  object  the  defendant  had  in  taking  out  that  amount  of  insurance 
upon  his  hfe?  If  Mr.  Armstrong  had  lived  the  length  of  time  for 
which  those  policies  were  taken  out.  the  aggregalc  of  premiums 
wnuld  have  amounted  to  more  than  the  several  policies  combined. 
These  policies  "f  insurance  were  a  heavy  load  for  the  defendant  to 
cany:  but  he  tells  you  that  his  sole  object  in  taking  out  these  poli- 
cies of  insurance  was  for  the  purpose  o(  benefiting  the  creditors  of 
Mr.  .'\rrastrong.  Was  ever  such  an  idea  conceived-^hat  he  ititemted 
to  pay  $1,000  a  year  for  the  space  of  twenty  years  in  order  (o  satisfy 
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the  creditors  of  John  M.  Armstrong?  He  was  confident.  an<I  he 
thought  he  knew  that  he  could  claim  ev<ry  cent  of  ihis  money  at  the 
dcnth  of  Mr.  Arnislrong.  In  fad.  he  even  went  so  far  as  to  ask 
Mr.  Afhl>rYiult,  the  agent  uf  one  oi  these  insurance  companies,  to 
have  the:  puhcj-  niadt:  uul  in  such  a  way  lliat  he  CQUld  collect  it  imme- 
diately after  the  death  of  Mr.  Armstrong;  and  then,  after  hi*  death, 
what  till  we  see  the  defendant  doing?  Three  days  after  John  M,  Arm- 
Strong  died  wr  find  this  defendant  placing  that  policy  in  the  hands  of 
a  lawyer  for  the  purpose  of  having  it  collected. 

"  I  say.  therefore,  that  the  Slate  in  this  ease  has  shown  a  veiy 
iirong  motive  to  lead  the  defendant  to  cuminil  this  murder.  Remem- 
ber, also,  that  Mr.  Hunter  was  one  of  the  best  friends  in  the  lamily 
of  Mr.  Armstrong.  He  was  continually  loaning  Mr.  Armstrong  money, 
but  he  was  always  weH  secured." 

After  his  conviction  strenuous  efforts  were  made  to  save  the 
wielch's  life.  )udg^  WoodhuU  overruled  a  motion  for  a  new 
trial.  Hunter  was  ably  pleaded  (or  before  the  Court  of  Errors 
and  Appeals.  Tlie  great  influence  brought  to  bear  on  Gov- 
cmor  McCIellan  proved  unavailing,  and  Hunter  was  doomed 
to  ]>ay  the  penalty  of  liis  crime. 

When  Hunter  found  that  his  sentence  would  certainly  be 
executed,  lie  show-ed,  in  an  attempt  to  commit  suicide,  the  same 
resolute  cunning  and  unDindiing  determination  he  haid  dis- 
played in  murdering  Armstrong.  While  chatting,  joking 
and  laughing  in  his  "  cage  "  in  Camden  jail,  with  his  keeper, 
Nisson,  and  smoking  his  cigar  with  an  air  of  sang  froid.  he 
managed,  under  the  pretense  of  rubbing  his  feet  and  ankles 
under  a  piece  of  carpet  to  keep  them  warm,  to  cut  the  arteries 
of  his  instep  with  a  sharp,  ragged  piece  o(  tin,  filling  the  spit- 
toon under  him  with  blood,  and  had  he  not  been  haitdcufled 
and  a  doctor  called  in  to  stop  tlic  Iieniorrhage,  he  would  have 
bled  to  death.  He  became  verj'  weak  from  loss  of  blood  and 
refused  to  eat,  and  was  kept  alive  by  stimulants.  His  pulse  at 
various  times  was  as  high  as  i8o.  As  the  time  approached 
for  execution,  efforts  were  made  to  overcome  extreme  nervous 
prostration  by  pouring  down  copious  draughts  of  brandy.  But 
being  utterly  helpless  and  unable  to  \valk.  he  was  carried  to  the 
enclosure  oblivious  to  all  surroundings.  At  II. 25  A.  M.  the 
sheriff  cut  the  auxiliar>'  rope,  and  here  occurred  a  sickening 
spectacle.  The  rope  either  had  too  much  slack  or  gave  way 
so  much  that  it  lifted  the  culprit  barely  from  tlie  floor,  when 
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he  fell  back  and  was  cauglit  by  the  assistants.  SlierilT  Calhoiui 
seized  tlie  roi>c  leadit^  to  the  basement  and  hoisted  Hunter 
into  tlte  air,  and  he  was  hung  only  by  a  number  uf  persons 
holding  to  tlie  rope  during  tlie  whole  time  of  suspension.  'Die 
physicians  said  that  his  neck  was  not  broken,  and  he  died 
by  strangulation. 

Thus  ignominiously  perished  the  victim  ol  his  own  insatia- 
ble avarice.  His  greed  tempted  him  to  commit  murder,  and 
his  meanness  toward  his  accomplice  led  to  his  betrayal.  His 
excessive  confidence  in  his  own  cunning  helped  to  complete 
his  ruin.  He  persisted  in  trying  to  deceive  his  own  counsel 
till  it  was  too  late  for  them  to  save  him.  Had  lie  confided  the 
facts  to  them  at  first,  they  would  doubtless  have  sent  Graham 
out  of  the  way  of  arrest  Hunter's  attempt  to  rectify  the 
blunder  by  bribing  Monks  with  $200  to  poison  Grahajii  in 
prison,  was  a  piece  of  folly  fn)ni  which  his  counsel  found  it 
hard  to  dissuade  him.  Monks  would  have  kept  the  money 
and  betrayed  him  sooner  than  Graham  did.  Hunter,  it  is  said, 
expressed  no  contrition  for  the  murder  he  liad  committed,  but 
quite  broke  down  when  its  effect  on  his  family^  his  wife  and 
children,  was  presented  to  his  mind.  The  love  of  one's  own 
is  a  feeling  cherished  even  by  the  most  brutal  natures,  and  its 
exhibition  on  the  part  of  tliis  wretch  was  the  one  bright  spot 
in  the  picture  on  a  background  of  revolting  depravity. 

Looking  back  upon  this  burlesque  on  judicial  forms  of  exe- 
cution, and  upon  the  mental  anguish  and  physical  suffering 
which  attended  the  last  days  of  Hunter,  the  majesty  of  offended 
justice,  it  would  seem,  could  have  demanded  nothing  more  in 
the  way  of  satisfaction.  If  the  vindication  of  law  meant  that 
the  hangman's  ntpe  must  be  preceded  hy  the  helpless  torture 
of  suspense,  the  hopeless  agony  of  disappointment,  the  desire 
without  the  cajjadty  of  self-destruction,  the  inexpressible  wDC 
of  a  wrecked  and  crushed  spirit,  and  the  maddening  remorse 
and  horror  of  the  closing  hours,  violated  law  had  nothing  more 
to  ask. 

In  the  course  of  hU  fragmentary  confessions  Hunter  said: 
"  Armstrong  thought  I  had  but  $2,500  in  each  of  the  three 
insurance  companies,  and  this  would  have  covered  his  indeht- 
cdness  to  me.    I  bad  htm  insured  for  $26,000  without  his 
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kn<iwing  it  I  had  queer  thoughts  coiiccming  him  then,  but 
I  had  no  idea  of  kilHng  him.  It  was  that  cursed  insurance 
did  it  all.  That  put  the  thought  in  my  head  antl  kept  it  there, 
and  that  impelled  me,  I  know  not  how,  to  do  what  I  did."  It 
was  not  that  insurance  is  a  curse,  except  in  its  falsi6cation  or 
illegitimate  misuse:  the  bread  which  sustains  the  btidy.  and  the 
bread  of  eternal  life  wliich  sustains  the  soul,  may  be  perverted 
to  base  uses.  Tlie  curse  was  in  a  nature  which,  when  un- 
masked, exhibits  a  degree  of  inherent  debasement  Uiat  seems 
to  have  been  unsuspected  by  his  neighbors.  To  outward 
appearance  he  was  a  respectable,  well-behaved,  law-abiding, 
church-going  citizen;  he  was  re\'ealed  as  a  demon  of  avarice, 
a  monster  t>f  iniquity,  a  felon  at  heart  waiting  only  for  the 
opportunity  to  strike  his  victim.  One  would  think  that  in 
deliberately  scheming  to  kill  his  friend  in  onlcr  to  make  money 
by  hi*  death  he  had  reached  the  depths  of  fiendishness.  But 
he  went  further.  Tliere  was  a  lower  deep.  He  plotted  the 
ruin  and  probably  the  conviction  on  circumstantial  evidence  of 
an  innocent  man,  Ford  W-  Davis.  He  forged  a  cliain  of  evi- 
dence which  so  seriously  implicated  Davis  as  almost  to  afford 
presumptive  proof  against  him.  He  employed  Graham  as  a 
bribed  assassin,  and  had  it  not  been  for  the  hireling's  confes- 
sion. Hunter  could  have  seen  cither  of  tliem  hung  without 
wincing,  and  witliuut  remorse  Society  could  not  at  first  com- 
prehend how  a  man  iisith  so  fair  an  exterior  could  reveal  such 
immeasurable  outlawry  and  ruffianism,  but  society  now  knows 
that  tlic  most  abandoned  criminal  could  not  have  shown  more 
coolness  and  cunning  in  the  execution  of  his  plans. 

As  to  the  accomplice.  Thomas  Graham,  public  sentimetlt 
wa*  against  conviction  of  murder  in  the  ftrst  degree,  because 
as  Hunter  was  convicted  mainly  on  Graham's  testimony,  it  was 
felt  that  no  one  would  be  likely  thereafter  to  turn  State's  evi- 
dence in  New  Jersey,  and  thereby  fatally  incriminate  himself. 
The  question  was  not  whether  Graham  deser\'efl  hanging,  but 
whether  in  view  of  the  use  the  State  made  nf  him,  and  of  uni- 
versal custom,  it  would  be  wise  or  just  tn  hang  him.  Under 
advice  Graham  pleaded  guilty  of  murder  in  the  second  degree, 
and  was  sentenced  November  24th.  187%  by  the  Supreme  Court 
at  Trenton,  to  twenty  years  at  hard  labor  in  the  State  Prison. 
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Chief  Justice  Beastey.  in  pronouncing  sentence,  said  it  was  only 
from  motives  of  public  policy,  in  view  of  the  \'aluable  evidence 
furnished  by  Graham,  that  the  plea  was  accepted.  He  served 
his  time,  which  was  shotlrncd  by  good  conduct,  and  wai 
released  from  prison  August  istli,  1893. 

In  May,  iS&j.  Aniistrong's  lieirs  brought  suii  to  recover  the 
amount  of  insurance  placed  on  his  lifv  at  the  in.'itigatton  of 
Hunter.  A  test  was  made  in  the  United  States  Circuit  Court, 
Eastern  District  of  New  York,  against  the  Mutual  Life  Insur- 
ance Company.  Before  the  policies  were  issued,  Armstrong 
had  executed  an  assignment  to  Hunter  of  all  policies  tbat 
might  be  issued.  The  fomita-,  therefore,  according  to  well- 
settled  legal  principles,  had  no  interest  in  an  insiiraiK*  which 
was  the  ftolc  property  of  his  murderer.  When  fluntcr  was 
convicted  of  his  crime  and  paid  the  penalty  on  the  gallows,  it 
was  generally  supposed  lliat  the  anticipated  profits  cif  hii  fraud 
perished  willi  him,  and  that  any  attempt  to  collect  Ilie  money 
in  behalf  of  his  estate  would  meet  with  summarj'  failure.  But 
this  attempt  to  recover  the  money  in  behalf  of  the  murdered 
man's  family  raised  strange  questions  in  ethics  as  well  us  in  law. 
Public  policy  demands  that  fraud  should  defeat  a  contract 
whether  it  be  the  destruction  of  insured  property  or  insured 
life.  Is  that  policy  changed  in  respect  to  the  sufferer  from  the 
fraud?  Public  policy  is  certainly  against  recognition  of  a  con- 
tract consummated  for  purposes  of  fraud.  Any  other  [xwi- 
tion  would  allow  the  heirs  to  connive  with  awindiera  and 
defeat  the  whole  object  of  the  law.  If  the  insurers  arc  liable, 
it  must  be  on  the  assumed  gniund  of  a  criminal  negligence 
which  furnishes  the  temptation  for  the  murder.  But  such  an 
action  should  l>c  of  the  nature  of  damages,  and  not  under  a 
policy. 

There  is  a  rude  sense  of  justice  that  would  decree  to  tlie 
innocent  sufferers  the  proceeds  of  the  policies  which  tempted 
the  crime,  but  broader  principles  of  law  and  ethics  would  seem 
to  forbid  that  money  like  this  should  be  collected  at  all  in  tlie 
interest  of  either  party. 

The  comiiany  resisted  liaymcut  on  the  ground  of  attempted 
fraud  by  Hunter.  The  counsel  for  the  plaintiff  contended  that 
the  promise  of  the  policy  was  two-fold ;  to  pay  a  sum  of  money 
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to  Armstrong  in  twenty  years,  or  to  his  legal  rcprcsentarivc  if 
he  should  die  witliiii  that  time.  Tlie  assignment  to  Hunter 
carried  only  the  right  to  tfie  money  if  Armstrong  lived  twenty 
years;  it  did  not  convey  the  death  claim.  The  counsel  also 
claimed  that  the  evil  designs  of  Hunter  could  not  affect  the 
validitj'  of  the  policy.  The  court  adopted  this  view,  and  held 
that  any  evidence  of  Hunter's  fraud  must  be  excluded.  TTierc 
was  no  evidence  in  the  case  of  an  attempt  to  defraud  on  the 
part  of  Armstrong,  nor  was  any  offered  to  be  shown  by  the 
defendant 

In  the  opinion  given  by  Judge  Wheeler  it  was  held  among 
other  things  tJiat  |>arol  evidence  was  not  admissible  to  vary 
the  language  of  the  contract  by  showing  tliat  the  real  contract 
vsas  with  Hunter;  that  the  administrator  of  Armstrong  was  his 
legal  representative,  and  was  entitled  to  recover  tlie  amount  in 
the  absence  of  sufficient  ground  to  defeat  a  recovery;  that  the 
right  to  receive  the  money  in  case  of  previous  death  (the  policy 
was  an  endowment)  di<l  not  pass  by  the  asfiignmenl.  but  was 
left  in  Armstrong,  and  accrued  to  his  representative  who,  as 
Armstrong  was  an  innocent  party,  was  entitled  to  recover,  rot- 
wilhslanding  the  fraud  of  Hunter. 

This  judgment  was  reversed  on  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States.  [The  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company 
of  New  York,  Plaintiff  in  Error,  vs.  John  M.  Armstrong, 
deceased,  April  5th,  1886.]  Justice  Field  closed  a  lengthy 
review  of  the  points  tn  the  case  in  the  following  language; 

"  Whrrevcr  the  intent  or  fniilly  knnwletlii«  of  a  piny  la  a  materi&l 
iiiRrcdicnt  in  llic  ifisuc  of  n  cauHc,  collateral  Eacts,  lending  to  establish 
sudi  intrnl  or  knowtcddr.  arp  proper  evidence.  In  many  ca»cs  of 
fraud  it  would  be  otherwise  impossible  saiisFaetorily  to  establish  tlie 
true  nature  and  character  of  the  act. 

"  The  eviilcitcc  offered  that  Hunter  obtained  insurances  in  other  com- 
panies on  the  life  ol  Armstrong  al  or  near  the  same  time.  was.  under 
llic«e  aiithoritieK.  clearly  admissible.  It  tended  to  establish  the  theoiy 
ol  the  dclcndanl  that  the  insurance  in  this  ca*e  was  obtained  by 
Hunter  upon  the  premediiaicd  piirpo«  to  cheat  and  defraud  ihc  com- 
pany. Especially  would  it  have  had  that  cflccl  if  (ollowed  by  proof 
ol  the  manner  nf  the  death  of  Armjlrong. 

"  Btii.  indeprndently  i»(  any  proof  of  the  motives  oi  Hunter  fn  obtain- 
init  the  policy,  and  even  assuminit  th.it  they  were  just  and  proper,  he 
forfeited  all  rights  under  it  when,  to  secure  its  immediate  payment. 


he  murdered  the  auurcd.  It  wvuM  be  a  reproaclt  to  ihc  jurUpntdencc 
of  the  country  »1  one  could  recover  insttrancc  money  payable  on  the 
death  of  a  pMly  whose  life  he  had  feloriously  taken.  A*  well  might 
he  recover  insurance  money  upon  a  building  thai  he  had  willfully 
fired. 

"This  view  renders  it  unnecessary  to  consider  the  efTecl  upon  the 
policy  ot  die  sutetnenis  made  in  the  application  of  the  assured  as  to 
the  amount  of  other  iiirarancc  on  his  life." 

In  thus  dctcriiiining  the  invalidity  of  the  claim  of  the  widow, 
Mrs.  Julia  Amistrong.  the  highest  Court  iti  the  land  says  in 
mbstancc  that  a  life  insurance  cflfectvd  at  the  instance  and  fur 
the  licnefit  of  a  man  with  niurdw  in  his  heart,  the  premium 
being  (laid  by  that  man,  the  policy  delivered  to  that  man,  and 
the  murder  a  short  lime  afterwards  committed  by  that  man, 
shall  not  be  made  available  for  the  benefit  of  a  person  who  was 
a  nominal  but  not  an  actual  party  to  tlic  transaction — available 
for  anybody,  in  fact. 


MEYER,  WITH   MANY  ALIASES. 

The  CMC  of  the  People  of  the  State  of  New  York  against 
Henry  C.  W.  Meyer,  with  numerous  aliases,  was  tried  in  the 
Court  of  Oyer  and  Temiiner,  before  Judge  George  C.  Bar- 
rett and  a  juiy,  in  December,  1893.  The  charge  was  the 
murder,  by  poisoning,  of  Ludwig  Brandt,  who  had  hern  in- 
sured under  the  name  of  Gustav  Heinrich  Maria  Joseph  Bauin 
in  the  following  eunipanies:  Washington  Life,  $3,000;  Mutual 
Life  of  New  York,  $3,500;  New  York  Life.  $1,000;  ^Uia 
Life,  $1,000.  The  beneficiary  was  Meyer's  wife,  who,  in  pur- 
suance of  fraudulent  intent,  went  through  the  form  of  a  mar- 
riage ceremony  with  Bauni,  according  to  the  testimony  of 
Rev.  F.  E.  Werner,  of  Chicago,  in  February,  1891.  passing 
herself  off  as  EmJIic  Rather,  the  name  of  a  niece  of  Meyer  in 
CH'enstadt.  Germany.  Near  the  close  of  the  trial,  while  the 
counsel  were  summing  up  the  testimony,  one  of  the  jurors 
became  insane.  This  unfortunate  incident  abruptly  stopped 
the  proceedings. 

A  second  trial  took  place  in  April  and  May,  1894-  •"  '''^ 
Court  of  General  Sessions  before  Recorder  Frederick  Smyth, 
and  Mej-er  was  convicted  of  murder  in  ihe  second  <lcgrcc. 
The  jury  stood  a  long  time  eleven  to  one,  but  the  one  juror 
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obstinately  held  out  against  conviction  in  the  first  degree,  and 
the  rest  finally  yieldecl  to  his  dominating  influence.  Yet  Re- 
corder Smyth's  charge  to  the  jury  was  strongly  to  the  effect 
that  it  could  not  bring  in  any  other  verdict  than  murder  in  the 
first  dt-grcc. 

Tlic  man  who  was  thus  placed  behind  prison  bars  instead  of 
being  led  to  judicial  execution,  and  ignomlniousiy  yielding  up 
a  life  which  had  several  times  in  succession  been  forfeited^  had 
occupied  an  unusual  degree  of  attention  on  the  part  of  the  sen- 
sational newspaper  rei)orter.  Whole  columns  of  leading 
papers  ha<l  been  filled  with  recitals  of  Meyer's  plots  and 
counterplots,  his  forgeries  and  marriages,  his  murderous  plans 
and  methods,  his  aliases  and  disguises  and  false  personations, 
his  skill  in  poisoning  with  antimony,  his  cold-hlootled  and 
brutal  disregard  of  the  lives  of  his  victims,  his  dexterity  in  the 
management  of  accomplices,  and  the  ingenious  reinforcement 
of  the  principal  confederate,  tlie  she-<levil  who  passed  as  liJs 
wife.  In  the  extended  and  comprehensive  investigations  pa- 
tiently and  intelligently  conducted  on  tlie  part  of  tlie  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Coin|>aiiy  by  the  former  manager  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  Medical  Revision,  Mr,  D.  G.  Gillette,  and  his  associate, 
the  present  manager,  Mr.  H.  G.  Julian,  it  was  learned  that 
Meyer,  in  the  course  of  his  criminal  career,  had  killed  at  least 
seven  persons — Mary  Kercliaff,  Henry  GeUkTman,  Master 
Meyer,  Baby  Geldennan,  G.  H.  M.  J.  Baum  (the  real  Baum), 
Indiana  Maggie,  and  Lud\%ig  Brandt,  and  that  at  least  three 
escaped  after  he  had  commenced  his  junsoning  operations — ■ 
Mrs.  Geldennan,  Claus  Dressen,  and  Mary  Nciss.  It  was  also 
learned  that  Meyer's  schemes  included  rubbery  of  others,  as 
well  as  of  tlie  life  companies.  He  was  after  a  lai^e  estate  in 
the  Rhine  re^on  of  Germany,  of  which  the  real  Baum  was 
the  only  heir.  This  fugitive  and  shiftless  wanderer  was  the 
sole  representative  of  a  very  wealthy  family  in  Cologne,  and 
Meyer's  game  was  tn  impose  upon  the  family  his  own  wife,  or 
reputed  wife,  Mary  Dressen,  and  her  child,  as  the  widow  and 
child  of  Uaum.  and  thereby  entitled  to  the  inheritance.  If  be 
conld  prove  collection  of  insurance  money  on  Baurn's  life,  it 
would  go  far  l<)ward  establishing  the  question  of  identity,  and 
supporting  the  allied  widow's  claim  to  the  Cologne  estate. 
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OiM  of  the  remarkable  features  of  tliU  case  is  the  ingenuity 
with  whicli  fur  years  Meyer  eluded  and  bailed  the  detectives. 
At  times  he  was  audaciuus  enough  tu  return  tu  the  scene  of 
his  criminal  operations,  and  deceive  the  police  who  were  trying 
to  run  him  down  by  his  very  boldness  and  unconcerned  de- 
meanor. His  favorite  toxic  wca[x>n5  were  antimony  and  croton 
oil,  which  he  gave  in  small  doses,  rciwattd  after  brief  intervals, 
continuously  for  weeks,  so  as  to  simulate  natural  morbiBc  cun* 
ditlons,  and  thereby  tlirow  dust  into  the  eyes  of  physicians  who 
were  summuned  in  attendance. 

Meyer's  biographers  tell  us  that  tn  [893  he  was  thirty-five 
years  of  age;  that  he  came  from  Minden.  Prussia:  that  he  grad- 
uated from  the  Homoeopathic  Mc<lical  College  in  Chicago,  in 
1878;  and  that  he  practiced  medicine  for  a  period  of  ten  years 
on  the  north  side  of  that  city.  His  first  wife  died  soon  after 
he  began  the  practice  of  medicine,  under  circumstances  which 
many  believe  indicate  that  she  was  poisoned.  Soon  after  this 
he  was  tried  for  the  munler  by  pnison  of  a  wealthy  north-side 
grocer  named  Gcldcmian.  He  was  acquitted,  and  soon  after 
married  Gelderman's  widow,  who  was  worth  $30,000.  Shortly 
after  the  marriage,  he  was  charged  with  the  murder  of  his  wife's 
son.  On  this  trial  he  was  also  acquitted.  Not  long  afterward 
his  wife  was  f<mnd  to  be  suffering  from  a  wrecJ<ed  constitution. 
Suspecting  mischief,  she  left  Meyer,  and  procured  a  divorce, 
and  she  claims  to  this  day  that  he  attempted  her  life  by  poison. 
A  little  later,  about  the  year  1888.  he  met  and  married  his 
present  wife,  whose  maiden  name  vras  Dresscn.  She  was  the 
daughter  of  a  thrift>',  elderly  German  of  tlie  north  side,  Claus 
Dresscn,  who  had  accumulated  considerable  properly.  One 
day  it  was  discovered  that  the  old  gentleman's  name  had  been 
forged  to  an  application  for  a  heavy  life  insurance  in  the  Ger- 
mania  Comj>any- 

It  was  easy  enough  to  point  to  the  forger.  >feyer  at  once 
(lisa|)]Krarc<l,  but  was  traccil  to  Denver,  whence  he  was  brought 
back,  committed  to  jail,  in  due  time  tried  for  forger)-,  and, 
with  the  peculiar  luck  which  invariably  attended  him,  was 
acquitted.  His  brief  incarceration  in  prison  and  certain  par- 
ties he  met  there  largely  influenced  and  governed  his  subse- 
quent career.    From  the  opening  address  of  Assistant  District 
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Attorney  Mclntyre,  when  the  trial  was  resumc^d,  April  26,  1894, 
and  from  the  memoranda  of  Mr.  Julian,  wc  ol)tain  tlic  followinif 
details  of  his  checkered  course  of  life: — 

In  March,  i8yo,  a  mail  was  confmed  in  the  jail  of  Cook 
County,  the  county  which  embraces  the  city  of  Cliicago,  who 
was  known  as  Carl  Kirfel,  afterwards  as  Carl  Mullcr,  and  at 
anotlier  time  a^  August  VVinimcrs.  This  man  Mullcr,  known 
also  as  Wimmers  and  Kirfel,  was  charged  by  the  United 
States  authuritiex  with  violating  the  postul  laws  of  Uic  Govcm- 
nienL  He  personated  a  young  woman,  representing  herself 
as  desirous  of  obtaining  a  husband;  and  for  that  little  pleas- 
antpy  in  the  way  of  correspondence,  the  post-office  authorities 
charged  him  with  improperly  using  the  mails.  He  was  appre- 
hended and  thrown  into  the  Cook  County  jail.  Wlien  the 
time  came  to  hear  the  indictment,  the  records  show  that  he 
picadeil  guilty.  Thereu|x>n  the  presiding  judge  of  the  Federal 
Court  imposed  upon  him  a  sentence  of  one  year  in  the  Joliet 
prison.  While  Mullcr  was  confined  in  the  Cook  County  jail 
awaiting  sentence,  certain  other  persons  were  thrown  into  that 
jail,  among  them  a  man  known  as  Gustav  Joseph  Hdnrich 
Marie  Bauni,  to  whom  reference  has  already  been  made;  also 
a  professional  thief  known  as  Jack  VV.  Gardner,  or  Chicagts 
Jack;  also  a  man  charged  with  an  attempt  to  defraud  some 
editors  of  Scandinavian  journals,  whose  name  was  Litdwig 
Brandt;  also  Brandt's  relentless  fate  in  the  shape  of  Dr.  Meyer. 
Here  these  kindred  spirits  met,  and  acquaintance  soon  ripened 
into  intimacy.  It  is  said  by  the  Chicago  police  that  Meyer  and 
Gardner  concocted  a  scheme  by  which  they  were  to  have 
Baum's  life  insured,  then  take  him  out  in  an  open  boat  on 
Lake  Michigan,  ply  him  with  whiskey  doctored  with  nitro- 
glycerine in  quantities  sufficient  to  produce  symptoms  similar 
to  those  of  sunstroke,  and  they  would  then  return  to  shore, 
and  get  a  physician  to  certify  to  death  by  sunstroke. 

One  day  Meyer  asked  his  ncwly-fonnd  friend  Muller.  "  What 
arc  you  here  for?"  Mullcr  said  in  reply  that  he  had  violated 
the  postal  laws  of  the  Federal  Government;  that  he  had  adver- 
tised in  Western  newspapers  that  he  ivas  a  beautiful  young 
woman  desirous  of  meeting  a  man  wlio  wished  to  engage  in 
matrimony,  and  as  a  result  of  the  advertisement  farmers  in  the 
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for  Wc6t  communicated  witli  litin;  tliat  on  receipt  of  their  com- 
munications he  would  write  that  he  would  ffo  to  tliciii,  pro- 
vided they  would  seiitl  inians  by  which  he  could  pay  his  rail- 
road fare;  and,  for  that,  the  postoffice  oflfirials  got  after  him, 
and  cau&ed  hi&  arrest,  tie  added  that  when  brought  to  the 
bar  to  answer  the  indictment  against  him,  he  would  plead 
guil^  and  ask  for  leniency  at  the  hands  of  the  Court  Meyer 
then  retorted,  "  There  is  no  money  in  such  small  business, 
no  money  In  impersonating  a  young  woman  and  defrauding 
farmers  out  of  paltry  sums.  But  I  can  give  you  a  scheme  out 
of  which  you  will  make  fabulous  sums,  and  if  you  will  join 
me  in  a  scheme  that  I  can  suggest,  the  day  will  not  he  far 
<listant  when  you  will  become  possessed  of  a  large  amount  of 
worldly  goods." 

"  What  is  your  scheme?  "  askal  Mullcr.  "  Why,"  said  Meyer, 
"  I  want  you  to  enter  into  a  plan  by  which  wc  can  swindle  the 
life-insurance  companies  doing  business  in  this  city.  Tlicy  can 
easily  be  swindled  if  you  follow  my  suggestions  and  take  my 
advice." 

"  Well,"  Muller  said,  "  I  can't  do  that  just  now.  1  am  about 
to  plead  guilty,  and  I  will  be  sentenced."  "  Yes,"  replied 
Meyer,  "  but  your  sentence  will  not  be  one  of  long  duration, 
because,  in  rxmsidcration  of  the  plea  that  you  arc  going  to 
enter,  the  Court  will  be  lenient  with  you.  At  all  events,  after 
you  scrv'c  the  sentence  which  the  Ctmrt  may  see  fit  to  impose 
upon  you,  I  will  be  in  the  city  of  Chicago  again,  practicing  my 
profession.  Look  me  up  in  the  director)-  of  (hat  city,  come  to 
see  me,  and  we  will  talk  the  scheme  over."  Mullen's  sentence 
dated  from  the  ist  of  August.  1890.  Simuhaneously  Gustav 
Baum  was  sentenced  for  a  period  of  one  year  in  the  JoHet 
prison,  while  Ludwig  Brandt  was  sentenced  to  a  shorter  term 
of  iraprisonmcnt,  and  discharged  before  the  expiration  of  the 
terms  which  had  been  imposed  upon  Mullcr  and  Baum. 
Meanwhile,  Meyer  was  released,  .ind  left  the  prison  in  the 
month  of  May  or  June.  1890.  He  returned  to  Chicago,  and 
there  resumed  the  practice  of  hts  profession.  But,  before 
reaching  Oiirago,  he  stopped  for  a  brief  period  at  a  place 
called  Ravcnswood,  a  suburban  annex  of  Chicago.  Then  he 
took  a  residence,  and  an  office  at  331  Centre  Street,  Chic^fo. 
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From  the  time  that  ht  left  prison  to  lh«  29th  of  May,  1891, 
Meyer  (lid  not  sec  Carl  Mullcr.  He  ami  hi*  wi(e  frequently 
visited  the  Juliet  prison  to  ^ce  and  talk  willi  Guslav  Baum, 
Ijut  they  avui<lc«l  seeing  MuMtr.  On  the  2gtli  of  May,  1891, 
llie  latter's  term  wfLs  completed  atid  he  immediately  returned 
to  Chicago,  and  went  to  igo  Twelfth  Street.  On  the  5th  of 
June  Muller  looked  up  Meyer's  address  in  the  directory,  found 
that  he  was  living  at  331  Centre  Street,  called  upon  him  there, 
told  him  that  he  had  just  been  liberated  from  Joliet  pri^ion  and 
that  he  was  in  dire  distress  and  needed  money,  being  pra-ctically 
penniless.  Meyer  handed  him  some  money  for  his  immediate 
needs.  Afterward,  Muller  called  again  at  Meyer's  office  and 
returned  the  borrowed  money.  While  there  Meyer  said: 
"Muller,  what  are  you  doing  now?"  "  Xothing,"  said  he, 
"  I  am  not  doing  anything."  Meyer  asked,  "  Are  you  stiti 
willing  to  go  into  a  scheme  with  me  to  defraud  life-insurance 
coni]>anies?"  Mnllcr  replied  that  he  had  just  got  out  of  a 
difficulty  and  ^vas  not  desirous  of  again  putting  his  neck  in  the 
halter;  that  if  Meyer  hadia  swindling  scheme  on  hand  he  would 
rather  not  take  part  in  it  One  day  in  the  following  month 
Meyer  call«d  on  Muller  at  his  room  in  Twelftli  Street,  and 
asked  him  wligt  he  was  doing  to  make  a  living.  Muller  replied 
"  I  am  working  about  houses  of  ill-repute.  I  am  a  musician; 
I  am  playing  tlie  piano  in  houses  of  that  character."  "  But 
there  is  no  money  in  that."  said  Meyer.  "  Why  don't  you 
join  me  and  enter  into  a  scUcinc  by  which  we  can  defraud  life- 
insurance  companies,  and  I  will  promise  and  guarantee  that 
you  will  make  money  that  will  take  you  far  from  tlie  poverty- 
line."  "  What  is  your  scheme? "  $aid  Muller.  "  Simple 
enough,"  was  the  answer.  "  A«  I  said  to  you  in  the  Cook 
County  jail,  life-insurance  companies  can  easily  be  deceived 
and  easily  defrauded.  I  will  get  some  one  to  go  and  have 
his  life  insured;  I  will  have  Uic  policies  written  on  his  life;  I 
will  ultimately  get  control  of  these  policies;  I  wiW  make  it 
appear  that  tlic  subject  described  in  the  policies  has  died,  and 
tlien  we  will  go  and  collect  the  money  due  on  the  policies, 
and  you  and  I  vnU  divide  it."  Muller  said  "No;  that  won't 
do,  Dr.  ^feyer.  Ttie  insurance  companies  will  discover  that 
scheme.     They  will  want  some   identification   of  the  person 
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who  died.  They  will  rccniire  the  certificate  of  some  physidan. 
No,  no,  tliat  scheiiin  will  never  go."  "Well,  I  have  other 
ways,"  said  Meyer.  "  1  have  methods  by  which  I  can  deceive 
any  Iife-in&uranc«  company."  An<I  he  added  tliat  he  would 
unravel  his  plans  at  some  future  interview. 

Mullcr  removed  to  Fourth  Avenue,  and  one  night,  while 
walking  in  Lincoln  Park,  lie  met  a  woman  named  Lena  KaufF- 
man.  'ITicy  walked  together  to  tlic  house  of  Meyer,  and 
Mullcr  introduced  Lena  Kauffman  to  Meyer.  A  conversation 
ensued  about  conspiracies  to  defraud  life-insurance  coinpanies, 
during  which  1-udwig  Urandt  a|ipeared.  "  Do  you  nrincnilier 
that  man?"  asiked  Meyer.  "Why,  that  i»  Brajidt  He  was  in 
jail  with  us."  Mulkr  looked  at  him  steadily  and  said.  "  Yes, 
I  remember  tiim."  "  Well,"  said  Meyer.  "  tliat  man  will  do 
anything  I  tell  him  to  do.  Off  and  on,  lie  resides  with  me. 
I  maititatn  him.  I  care  for  him,  I  support  him.  lie  is  devil- 
may-care  in  his  habits;  he  is  no  good  to  me."  He  did  not 
acknowledge  then  thai  he  was  about  to  insure  Ludwig  lirandl. 
Brandt,  by  the  way,  was  a  Norwegian  of  good  family  who  had 
come  to  this  country  seven  or  eight  years  before.  He  was  a 
man  of  considerable  ability,  and  had  bcrn  a  reporter  on  a 
Norwegian  paper  in  the  city  of  New  York.  He  wa.'i  reck- 
lessly indiscreet,  and  addicted  to  faults  and  (oUics  which  cvcnt- 
Mally  cost  him  his  place.  He  drifted  westward,  and  in  the 
■  course  of  time  took  up  with  Meyer.  He  wa-s  remarkable  for 
physical  vigor,  but  his  mind  was  completely  under  the  mag- 
netic or  hypnotic  control  of  the  master.  Dr.  and  Mrs.  Meyer 
knew  that  Brandt  was  Infatuated  with  Mrs.  Meyer,  and  that 
he  would  do  anything  at  her  command  or  to  please  her. 

After  the  meeting  at  which  Lena  KaufFman  was  present, 
and  Brandt  not  far  away,  Me>'cr  and  Muller  ha<l  frequent  con- 
sultations at  157  Randolph  Street  One  day  the  former  in- 
quired whether  Muller  had  seen  Haum  while  in  the  Cook 
Coimty  jail.  Muller  said  "  No,  he  was  kept  in  one  part  of  the 
prison  and  I  was  confined  in  another.  We  never  batt  an 
opportunity  lo  communicate  together:  but  just  before  T  was 
about  to  go,  I  did  see  Baum  for  an  instant."  "  How  did  he 
look  to  you?  How  was  bis  apparent  heallli?  Did  he  seem 
ph>'sically  strong  or  did  he  look  weak?"    "Oh."  said  Muller, 
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"he  looked  sickly  and  weak."  "True,"  said  Meyer,  "because, 
when  I  and  my  wile  visited  him  in  Johet,  we  noticed  tliat  he 
was  in  a  weakly  o>ndition.  Do  you  think  he  is  going  to  live 
long?  "    "  I  can't  tell,"  said  Muller,  and  they  parted. 

In  the  montli  oE  August  die  couple  met  again,  and  Meyer 
.said,  "  Mulkr,  Gustav  Baum  is  in  trotibtc  again.  He  went 
to  Cincinnati  and  ttiere  committed  a  forgery,  and  he  is  held 
under  thai  charge."  "  Well,  what  of  that? "  said  MuUcr. 
■■  Wliy,  1  must  go  and  gel  him  out  of  the  scrape  if  !  can,"  said 
Meyer.  "  I  will  go  and  see  Guslav  Bauni,  in  the  Cincinnati 
jail,  and  try  to  liberate  him.  I  will  have  Ludwig  Brandt  in- 
sured in  New  York  companies  under  tiie  name  of  Gustav 
licinrich  Joseph  Marie  Baum.  I  will  go  and  talk  with  Banm, 
and  find  out  from  Kim  all  about  tiis  birth  and  antecedents  and 
the  genealogy  of  his  lamily.  Having  his  family  record,  no 
insurance  company  can  get  on  to  my  scheme." 

Meyer,  accordingly,  in  company  with  his  wife,  went  to  Cin- 
cinnati, and  had  an  interview  in  llie  jail  with  Bauin,  He  inter- 
rogated Baum  conccniiiig  his  family  history,  ascertained  when 
and  where  lie  was  bom,  where  he  liad  lived,  etc. 

On  his  return  to  Chicago  he  Interviewed  Muller  and  said, 
"  Now  the  time  is  ripe;  I  am  going  to  Europe.  1  ajn  going 
t(i  possess  myself  of  certain  evidences,  so  that  when  the  time 
comes  to  defraiul  the  insurance  companies  I  will  be  so  forti- 
fied that  there  will  be  no  room  for  doubt" 

After  serving  his  term  in  the  jail  at  Cincinnati.  Baura, 
according  to  one  re|)iirt,  went  to  the  city  of  Mexico,  and,  as 
a  usual  outcome  of  his  moral  obliquity,  was  apprehended  for 
the  commission  of  some  crime.  According  to  another'  state- 
ment, he  was  taken  by  Meyer  to  Detroit,  where  he  died  of 
constimptioiL  Be  these  statements  as  they  may,  it  is  certain 
that  from  that  time,  the  latter  part  of  August,  1891,  to  the 
present,  Gustav  Heinrieh  Joseph  Marie  Baum  has  never  been 
seen  or  heard  from.  All  trace  of  his  whereabouts  was  lost, 
and  the  detectives  long  ago  gave  up  further  search. 

When  Meyer  announced  Baum's  arrest  in  the  city  of  Mexico 
to  Muller,  he  said,  "  Now  that  he  is  out  of  the  way  I  am  going 
to  Germany  to  sec  his  parents,  and  I  am  going  to  tell  them 
that  he  committed  murder  in  one  of  the  Western  States.     I 
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have  learned  that  some  day  he  will  be  po&sessed  of  a  million 
marks.  His  family,  I  know  from  what  Baum  told  me,  are  ver)- 
wealthy,  and  1  am  going  to  work  on  their  feelings  and  get 
some  of  their  money.  I  uill  tell  llicrn  I  liavc  inlluencc  to  get 
him  out  of  jail  if  they  will  pay  ten  thousand  marks." 

On  the  5th  of  the  following  month,  September,  Meyer  and 
his  wife  sailed  from  New  York  to  Rotterdam,  and  thence  took 
train  to  Cologne.  He  found  the  family  of  Baum.  lold  tlicm 
that  the  son  had  been  convicted  of  murder,  and  attempted  by 
various  tricks  and  devices  to  get  money  from  them.  Tliia 
part  of  the  storj-  was  told  on  the  witness  stand  by  a  man  who 
sailed  on  the  same  ves»el  with  Meyer,  a  man  with  whom  he 
became  intimate,  whom  he  took  into  his  confiilence.  and  whom 
he  a.sked  t»  aid  him  in  the  criminal  course  that  he  w^s  about 
to  pursue,  even  to  the  corroboratron  of  liis  »taternctil  to  llie 
Baum  family  that  the  son  was  in  prison  on  the  charge  of  mur- 
der. His  ctmduct  must  liave  been  insufferably  offensive, 
according  to  letters  from  the  agent  of  the  Mutual  Life  in 
Cologne,  and  Mr.  Gustavc  Baum,  of  tliat  citj-.  He  was  driven 
out  of  Cologne,  and  was  obliged  to  leave  hastily  and  by  stealth. 
He  took  the  first  steamer  back  to  America,  and  when  he 
reached  New  York  he  was  so  im|>ecunlous  that  he  pawned 
liis  watch  in  order  to  [»ay  his  car  fare  to  Chicago. 

About  the  end  of  December.  1891,  or  the  beginning  of 
January.  1892,  the  restless  Meyer  sought  an  interview  with 
Muller.  and  renewed  his  importunities  to  become  a  coiifcJci"atc 
in  his  scheme.  He  explained  that  before  he  went  to  Cologne 
he  had  insured  the  life  of  his  docile  and  subservient  tool, 
Brandt,  under  the  name  of  Baum,  in  four  companies,  for  a  total 
of  $8,500.  He  admitted  incidentally  that  in  order  to  complete 
the  first  payments  he  was  obliged  to  borrow  $70.  The  lender 
was  his  friend  Gardner,  with  whom  he  afterward  quarreled. 
He  stated  that  his  plan  was  to  obtain  a  substitute  from  a  hos- 
pital, some  one  who  was  nearing  his  end.  palm  him  nff  as 
Raum,  and  after  his  death,  Mrs.  Meyer.  pcrsonatinR  the  wife 
of  Baum,  and  as  such,  the  beneficiary,  would  claim  the 
insurance.  More  than  that,  she  would  eventually  claim  a 
share  in  the  Cologne  estate.  Subsequent  interviews  and  dis- 
cussions of  the  project  took  place  at  a  beer  saloon  in  Randolph 
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Street,  as  testified  I)y  a  witness  named  Egidio.  Several  strat- 
agems, in  turn,  were  suggested,  but  Muller  was  not  convinced 
of  their  feasibility,  and  declined  to  jmn  in  undertaking  them. 
Finally  he  was  iiersuaded  to  agree  to  tlie  plan  of  substituting 
a  moribund  liL>sj)iial  patient  in  another  city,  and  New  York 
was  suggested  as  a  favorable  field  of  ot^cration. 

During  the  preparation  for  the  execution  of  tlus  artifice,  the 
conspirators,  as  the  evidence  shov^cd,  had  rchcat^s  of  the 
parts  they  were  to  play.  Brandt  was  taught  to  feign  excessive 
nausea,  the  poor  fool  being  under  the  impre!i«ion  tliat  that  was 
his  part  uf  the  play,  and  that  when  the  lime  came  for  a  coqtse 
it  would  be  provided.  Mrs.  Meyer  is  said  to  have  exhibited 
considerable  ability  in  lier  portrayal  of  typical  widowhood,  and 
in  exemplifying  licr  acting  when,  as  tlie  widow  of  Baum.  she 
would  appear  bofore  the  insurance  companies  in  the  sombre 
habiliments  of  mourning. 

In  concurrence  with  the  general  plan,  Mej-cr  escorted  his 
wife  and  Ludwig  Brandt  to  the  house  of  a  minister  in  Chicago, 
and  they  were  then  and  there  married,  as  already  noted,  Mrs. 
Nfeyer  assuming  the  name  of  Eniilie  Rather.  Meyer  signed 
the  certificate  as  a  witness  of  the  bigamous  marriage  under  a 
fictitious  name.  Immediately  after  this  come*ly,  arrangements 
were  made  to  assign  the  policies  on  Brandt's  life  to  the  pre- 
tended wife. 

Brandt  and  Muller  were  to  precede  Meyer  and  the  woman 
on  the  way  to  New  York,  and  to  pave  the  vrtiy  in  that  city  for 
the  dCtJoufment.  By  this  time  Nfeyer  seems  to  have  felt  suffi- 
ciently sure  of  his  cjantnil  of  Muller  to  unbunlen  his  purpose 
plainly.  In  h-intling  him  the  railway  tickets  and  money  for 
preliminary  expenses  in  New  York,  and  in  giving  instructions, 
he  said,  in  reference  to  Brandt,  "  On  the  tr^n  I  %vant  you  to 
give  him  a  certain  preparation  which  I  will  hand  ymi.  I  l>e- 
lieve  we  might  just  as  well  do  away  with  Rrandt"  There 
was  no  uncertain  sound  about  this.  Tl>e  invtiglcr  had  done 
his  work  so  well  tliat  MuHcr  by  this  time  wa.s  virtually  a  fflr- 
Hcef'S  criminis.  Me>-cr  wrote  to  a  drug  store  in  Chicago  and 
bought  a  package  of  tartari^ed  antimony  ftartar  emeticl,  which 
he  handcil  in  Muller  with  instructions  for  its  uie.  The  latter 
asked  what  it  was,  and  Meyer,  in  reply,  gave  the  German  name, 
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"  brcchwcinMein,"  anil  said  that  U  given  in  small  duses, 
ffpoaii-il  acctinling  tu  his  dinrctiuus.  it  wuuld  (mMlucc  a  cxjn- 
ditinn  so  cltjscly  resembling  thai  of  diarrlitta  or  dysentery-  as 
to  deceive  the  physician  whu  would  be  called  in  attendance. 
He  al»o  gave  Mullcr  a  bottle  containing  sidphate  of  moq>hia. 

Brandt  and  MuUcr  left  for  New  York,  l-'cbruary  25th.  They 
liired  unfumished  rooms  at  520  East  'nitrteenth  Street,  and 
bought  some  scanty  furniture.  Brandt,  under  the  name  of 
Baum,  addressed  letters  10  ilie  insurance  companies  announcing 
his  change  of  residence,  in  accordance  with  instructions  before 
leaving  Cliicago.  On  the  arrival  of  Meyer  and  his  wi(e, 
March  4lh,  the  woman  saw  at  a  glance  that  sudi  forlorn  lodg- 
ings did  not  comport  witli  the  presumable  style  of  a  gaitleman 
who  was  paying  for  $8,500  of  insurance.  More  furniture  was 
therefore  purchased,  a  piano  was  rented  from  Gordon  Itrnthers, 
and  something  in  llie  way  of  home  comfort  and  ornamenta- 
tion added. 

About  the  Tth  or  8th  of  March  they  were  ready  to  begin 
the  dosing  process.  Tlie  co-conspirators  went  to  an  a|iotlie- 
cary's  in  the  neighborhood  of  Se%-enth  Avenue  and  Forty- 
second  Street,  and  on  a  prescription  from  Mejer,  signed  Olto 
C.  Stem,  M.  D.,  obtained  some  croton  oil. 

Tlien  followed  the  dismal  story  n(  torture,  day  by  day,  of 
the  poor  victim,  and  his  sufferings  from  chrtinic  anlimonial 
poisoning.  A  young  medical  practitioner.  Dr.  Mindcn,  of  St, 
Mark's  Place,  was  called  in  to  presenile  for  what  was  alleged 
by  the  messenger  to  be  dysentery.  'Hic  symptoms  ai(>parently 
corroborated  the  statement,  and  Mindcn  prescribed  opium  and 
bismuth  and  appropriate  diet,  regarding  it  as  a  case  of  dys- 
entery, and  not  suspecting  poisoning.  The  medicine  was  pro- 
cured, but  was  not  given,  while  his  food  vns  impregnated  with 
antimony,  the  fiend  who  administered  it  bring  undisturbed  by 
the  terrible  distress  he  was  wtncsslng  hour  by  hour,  lirandt 
always  believed  that  he  would  be  brought  back  to  good  health 
by  Dr.  Meyer  after  the  deception  of  IJr.  Mindcn  had  been 
carried  to  sufficient  degree. 

Toward  the  25111  of  March  Meyer  became  impatient  of 
delay,  and  concluded  to  finish  his  mnrdemus  work.  On  that 
day  he  went  to  Jersey  City  and  procured  some  arsenic,  inform- 
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ing  Muller,  on  his  return,  of  wliat  he  bad  done,  and  his  pur- 
pose to  substitute  the  arst-nic  and  "  hurry  up  the  job."  On 
the  niglit  of  the  jotli,  the  wrelched  sufferer  died.  Dr.  Minden 
was  called  in,  and  after  examining  the  emaciated  body  he  gave 
the  required  ccrtificalc  of  death,  in  which  tlic  cause  as^ugned 
was  "  chronic  dysentery."  Curiously  enough.  Dr.  Minden 
was  somewhat  of  an  expert  in  aniimonial  poisoning,  as  he  had 
practiced  among  the  lead  workers  of  Colorado,  but  Dr.  Meyer 
w&s  skilful  enough  to  deceive  him. 

Two  days  after  Brandt's  death  he  was  buried  in  Evergreen 
Cemetery.  The  pretended  widow  donned  the  sable  garments 
o(  mourning,  ajid  a/ter  the  funeral,  notice  was  sent  to  the  in- 
surance companies.  A  o-epresentaiive  of  the  Washington  Life, 
Mr.  Tiemcy,  who  was  also  a  notary  public,  called  to  take  the 
ackiiowlcdgmenls  that  were  necessary,  and  while  completing 
tlie  pa)>ers  his  sympathies  were  so  strongly  aroused  by  mani- 
festations of  grief,  desolation,  and  despair,  on  the  part  of  the 
afflicted  ■'  widow,"  that  he  soothed  her  %vith  a.  promise  to  facil- 
itate the  collection  of  the  money  that  was  due  to  her.  On  the 
day  appointed,  tlic  woman,  heavily  draped  in  solemn  black, 
called  at  the  office  of  tJie  Washington  Life,  in  comi>any  with 
Muller,  and  after  presenting  evidence  to  justify  the  payment  of 
the  claim,  a  check  for  $3,000  was  handed  to  her.  Meyer  was 
waiting  outside,  and  in  a  few  minutes  the  check  was  in  his 
gra^.  His  wife  endorsed  it,  they  won?  identified  at  the  I>ank 
by  the  complaisant  landlonl  of  320  East  Tliirtecuth  Street, 
and  tlie  nione>'  was  paid.  On  tlie  next  day  the  same  game  was 
played  at  the  office  of  the  Ncnv  York  Life,  with  the  same  result, 
a  check  (or  $1,000  being  paid  to  Uie  claimant.  On  the  fol- 
lowing day  the  conspirators  called  at  the  agency  of  the  .^tna 
Life,  but  there  insteatl  of  realizing  the  result  of  eight  or  nine 
mcnths'  preparation,  they  "  struck  a  snag."  The  check  had 
not  Ijeen  forwarded  hy  the  company  from  its  Hartford  office, 
as  the  company  at  first  suspected  all  w.ts  not  regular,  owing 
to  the  occurrence  of  death  so  soon  after  insurance,  but  the 
check  was  forwarded  soon  afterwanl.  They  never  called  for 
that  check. 

The  next  day  they  presented  themselves  at  the  office  of 
the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company,  and  were  introduced  to 
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the  hospitable  attetitiuns  of  Mr.  D.  Ci.  Gillette,  a  bom  detective 
atid  unstirpasscH  cross-questioner.  Wliat  followed  is  thu3  told 
in  Mr.  Mclntyre's  address: 

The  defendant  intfodiKcd  the  co-Wcfendunt.  Mn.  Mryer,  as  the 
wife  of  Cu&tave  Baum.  He  s.iid  he  liad  come  there  lo  help  hef.  Mr. 
Gillette  looked  at  him  and  said,  "  Who  arc  yiru  t  What  rctatiun  do 
you  bear  to  this  wrontan^"  Defendant  »aid.  "I  am  only  a  friend." 
"What  is  your  name?"  asked  Gillette.  He  replied,  "My  name  Is 
William  Richler."  "Where  do  you  liyc?"  said  Gillette.  "I  live  In 
Cincinnati,"  "What  ttreel?"  "458  Main  Street,'"  in  that  city. 
"Write  it  down."  uid  Gilletle,  "upon  a  piece  of  pajwr."  A  piece  of 
piipcr  was  handed  to  him  and  he  signed  the  name  William  Richicr 
and  the  addrrso  as  (lint  of  458  Main  Street,  Cincinnati.  Mr.  Gillette 
then  said  lo  the  wDman,  "  Sign  your  name."  She  siKncd  the  name 
of  Amelia  Baum.  "Where  did  you  come  from?"  said  Mr.  Gille'.te, 
in  the  presence  and  hearing  of  this  defendant  She  said,  "  I  c^mc 
from  Denver.  Colorado.  I  only  married  my  hii«hand  on  the  nth 
day  o(  February,  and  liere  I  am  a  widow  in  that  short  time."  "  Well, 
tell  me  something  about  the  people  that  you  know  in  Denver,  Col- 
orado; tcU  me  die  name  of  a  Kinf^le  &ou1  thai  ynu  know  there."  said 
Gillette.  She  itammercd  and  hesitated,  and  uid  that  she  couldn't 
remember.  Gillctie  said,  "  Tell  me  the  name  (if  a  single  street  in  the 
eity  of  Denver,  Colorado."  She  couldn't  tell  the  name  of  a  single 
street.  Gillette  looking  at  her  and  the  defendant  standing  in  close 
proximity  lo  her  said,  "  Madam,  you  say  you  were  married  on  Feb- 
ruary nth,  and  this  is  the  6lh  or  7th  ol  April.  Why,  madam,  you  are 
about  to  become  a  mother;  you  are  in  an  advanced  slate  of  preg- 
nancy. How  do  you  account  for  that,  married  but  two  or  three 
months?"  The  defendant  said  something  lo  her  in  German,  and  she 
threw  her  two  hands  up  and  said.  "  My  God,  I  don't  want  anything 
more  here.  Take  me  out  of  this  place."  Mr  Gillette  stopped  her 
and  said,  "Madam,  wc  suspect  that  this  whulc  thing  is  a  fraud;  we 
know  it  is  a  fraud."  and  lumins  to  this  defendant,  said  lo  him,  "This 
is  a  fraud  and  wc  know  it.  There  has  been  a  pretended  death  here, 
or  there  han  been  a  murder  committed.  We  sent  to  Chicago  and  wc 
found  Brandt's  oat.  In  Brandt's  coat  were  fuund  MIU  t>elofi c;iuic 
to  the  notorious  Dr.  Meyer  of  Chicago."  Looking  sharply  at  this 
man  he  said.  "  Do  you  know  Dr.  Meyer  of  Chicago,  who  has  been 
engaged  in  innumerable  swindles  against  insurance  companies,  who 
has  twice  been  tried  for  murder  in  that  city?" 

At  this  the  defendant  and  his  wife  went  out.  They  promised  to 
call  the  next  day.  There  was  a  check  waiting  for  them  in  the  BKcney 
of  the  jCtna  Life  Insurance  Company.  They  never  went  to  the 
,£tna  Life  Insurance  Company  to  get  that  check  lor  $t,ooo.  Straight- 
way they  made  a  contract  with  a  small  iumilurc  dealer  up  town  to 
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sell  (Jieir  (umUnre  for  $13.  of  which  $4  was  paid  on  ihal  furniture 
&iid  |8  vtm  due  on  iL  Tlicy  never  wcnl  tu  get  Ihc  $8  thiLt  was  due. 
ThiTc  was  a  piano  in  that  huuac  hs  I  described  lo  yuu,  but  they  never 
wcnl  to  Gordon  llrolhcr*  to  tell  tlitm  to  take  the  piano  awAy^i  the 
piano  was  Icil  there.  They  never  wciit  bacit  (n  320  East  13th  Street 
in  the  eitj-  o(  New  York.  Meyer  wrote  lo  Muller  that  the  fraud  wa« 
diicuvered;  that  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  had  got  on  to 
their  scheme,  and  that  Itc  mutt  ski^  out  ol  the  city  of  New  Yorlc 
Just  bcfoic  Muller  left  the  city,  or  rather  just  as  soon  as  the  policy 
was  paid  by  the  Washington  Life,  the  defcrdaiit  gave  to  Muller  the 
sum  of  $750  as  hii  part  of  the  bargain  and  told  him  to  go  to  Chicago, 
and  that  he  would  see  him  later;  that  he  would  conimunicitc  with 
hioi. 

Muller  did  go  (o  Chicago.  He  went  right  out  of  town  as  soon  as  he 
got  the  $750.  Meyer  and  his  wife,  instead  of  going  back  to  the 
Mutual  Life  In>urancc  Company  to  collect  the  $j,5oo,  or  to  the 
^tna  Life,  to  collect  the  Si.ooo  due.  took  the  first  train  to  Chicago. 
While  living  in  Mew  York  il  was  Ihh  habit  to  wear  .1  henrd  and  to 
wear  his  hair  lung.  Somclinics  he  wore  a  beaver  liat.  and  some- 
times a  slouch  hat:  usually  a  long-tailed  coat.  When  he  reached  Chi- 
cago he  immediately  ditguised  himself,  changing  his  appearance  in 
every  way.  He  altered  his  manner  of  dressing  and  shaved  off  his 
beard.  He  saw  Muller  and  explained  (o  him  once  more  that  the 
insurance  people  had  got  wind  o!  his  scheme.  He  kept  himself 
secreted;  he  never  went  to  his  home  at  331  Centre  Street,  but  in- 
itructed  Muller  to  go  there  and  sell  his  furniture.  Muller  went 
there  under  ihe  name  of  Clinc  to  get  the  (urniturc,  sold  it.  and  took 
the  money  xhuu  realised,  and  gave  il  to  the  defendant.  Apprehensive 
that  if  he  stayed  in  Chicago  he  would  be  caught,  he  went  to  Detroit, 
MichJKar.  There  he  remained  in  concealment  (or  a  long  period  oi 
time.  Then  he  went  to  South  Bend,  Indiana:  from  there  to  Indi- 
anapolis ;  ihcncc  lo  Cincinnati ;  and  subscci  ucnlly  went  to  Toledo, 
Ohio.  In  each  of  these  (jl.iee*  he  wa*  known  by  a  different  name, 
In  Toledo  tic  lived  at  957  Daw  Street,  and  was  known  there  as  Hugo 
Waylcr.  All  these  migr-itions,  these  flights  from  one  city  to  another, 
were  because  he  apprehended  danger,  and  fell  that  the  sleuth-hounds 
were  after  him. 

Seventy  or  eighty  days  after  the  burial  of  Brandt  in  Evergreen 
Cemetery,  the  coroner,  at  the  instance  of  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance 
Company  of  New  York,  directed  the  disintin'inent  of  llic  body  After 
(he  exhumation,  the  people  who  knew  Brandt  in  life  Ldcntihcd  his 
remains.  The  phyiiician  who  attended  him.  the  undertaker  that  buried 
him.  and  others  who  knew  Brandt  in  his  lifetime,  stood  beside  the 
emaciated  corpse  and  recofiniicd  the  features  as  those  ol  Brandt 

The  body  was  taken  from  the  coflin  and  laid  upon  a  table.  There 
were  present  the  mo»t  scientific  men  that  we  have,  the  most  thorough 
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phyaialoskal  chemUts,  th«  moM  accomptUhed  physicians  and  pith- 
ologists;  thcr  were  ilicrc  on  tliat  occasion,  and  from  thai  body  they 
took  the  viscera.  tti«  lungt.  the  heart,  the  stomach  and  ilie  liver. 
Tbcy  placed  Ihcm  in  jam  ibcy  were  taken  to  the  laboratory  and 
there  analyied.  The  evidence  corroborates  Mulkr  when  he  iesitli«tl 
thai  antiroony  and  arsenic  were  administered.  The  evidence  shows 
concliiiiivcly  thui  the  lioOy  u(  LadwiK  Brandt  was  saturated  and 
impregnated  with  ar&enic  and  antimony  Irom  head  to  foot.  The 
cliemical  analysis  shows  that  there  was  aiitiin»ny  and  arsenic  in  the 
muscles,  in  the  brain,  in  ihr  intr^tinrs  and  in  the  heari.  Arsenic  and 
antimony  were  found  in  iieparate.  distinct,  and  wcixhablc  quantities. 

Mr.  H.  G.  Julian,  special  rcprc^cnUtivc  of  the  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company,  is  the  man  to  wliom  the  credit  of  finding 
Meyer  belongs.  He  tells  the  story  in  the  following  interesting 
manner'. 

After  the  company  diacovcrcd  that  Brandt  had  been  murdered,  I 
was  ordered  lo  locate  Meyer,  unci  was  uiven  (arU  blanche  and  instruc- 
tions not  to  return  (o  the  Home  Office  in  New  York  until  I  could 
brinK  Ntcyer  back  with  mc.  It  took  a  year  for  the  expert  chemists  to 
determitte  the  poisons  that  were  given.  Iwcause  antimony  i*  «o  rarely 
used  as  a  poison  with  murderous  intent  tliat  all  other  tests  were  experi- 
menicd  with  before  antimony  wa«  finally  thought  nf.  It  was,  therefore, 
one  year  after  his  disappearance  that  1  started  after  Meyer,  and  found 
him  in  the  unexpectedly  short  time  of  six  weeks. 

My  fir«t  move  was  to  go  to  Chicago  to  obtain  full  history  of  Meyer 
and  his  fcl low-conspirators  and  their  victim,  and  to  watch  all  the 
relative*  of  Meyer  and  Mrs.  Meyer  ami  all  their  fnmier  associalct  and 
haunts  to  discover  some  clue  to  iheir  hiding  place.  A  picture  of  Meyer 
was  found  in  the  Roruc's  Gallery  of  the  i'inkcrton  Detective  Agency 
and  identified  as  the  niaii  who  came  into  the  New  York  office  of  the 
Mutual  Life.  The  mails  were  watched  and  every  dodge  known  to 
detectives  was  tried  to  entrap  Meyer,  but  his  lung  experience  in  crime 
made  htm  familiar  with  the  ways  of  detectives,  and  he  did  not  com- 
municate with  any  of  hi»  old  cronies  and  did  not  allow  his  wife  to 
communicate  with  her  relatives.  1  was  alioul  to  follow  false  clues  to 
Germany  when  1  heard  of  puisoning  operations  in  Toledo,  Ohio,  simi- 
lar to  thoie  in  the  New  York  ease,  and  when  1  showed  Meyer's  pho- 
tograph there,  it  was  fully  identiUcd.  He  had  insured  his  wife's  nurse. 
girl,  Mary  Neis»,  in  the  Equitable  Life  for  $5,000,  representing  her  as 
his  wife,  and  then  commenced  to  poistm  her  slowly.  Carl  Kirfel.  attas 
Muller,  Meyer's  accomplice  in  Ihc  New  York  crime,  visited  Meyer, 
felt  in  love  with  the  girl,  noticed  she  was  sickly,  learned  she  was 
insured,  told  her  Meyer  was  probably  poisoning  her,  and  eloped  with 
ht-r  Meyer  col  another  (rirl,  "  fndiana  Magirie."  from  Indianapoliit 
in  the  place  of  the  first  and  killed  her.    The  Equitable  Lite  diMovercd 
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(hat  the  dead  woman  wb»  b«i  the  one  insured,  and  declin*iJ  to  pay, 
whereupon  Meyer  skipped  out  again.  To  the  police  who  were  hunting 
Mrycr  (or  ihis  last  crime,  il  did  not  occur  that  the  unknown  mun  who 
etoped  with  Mary  Neiss  might  be  an  oId<ron)r  of  Meyer.  I  found  thai 
his  description  licicd  the  Csil  Mullcr  of  New  York,  and  1  then  located 
him  by  tracing  Mary  Neiss  throngh  her  relatives.  I  then  had  him 
watched  and  Mirmunded  by  Pinkcrloii  detectives,  and  I  set  up  a  tuw 
oflice  in  Chicatio  and  as  a  lawyer  I  was  introduced  To  Mnller.  and  he 
finally  told  tne  of  the  Toledo  crime,  but  not  a  word  of  the  New  York 
crime,  in  whwh  he  was  frarticrfts  crimiitix.  Mullcr  undouhtcdiy  did 
ntil  kniiw  Meyer's  whcreahouis  at  this  lime,  but  one  day  he  received  a 
Ivtler  from  him  al  one  of  their  old  rcioitv,  while  in  the  company  of 
a  disBiiiscd  Pinkcrion  detective.  The  latter  reported  Muilcr's  SKtta- 
tion.  and  the  tigrnifieant  word  or  (wo  that  <Hpped  from  hira.  I  then 
revealed  myself  partly  and  put  the  screws  hard  on  Mullcr.  and  forced 
him  lo  lell  itie  all  he  knew,  and  lo  a^iisl  me  by  krepin);  tip-  the  cor- 
respondence  with  Meyer  under  my  direction.  Muller  could  not  tell 
trr)m  Meyer's  letters  where  Meyer  wa».  because  the  latter  was  careful 
to  have  them  come  indirectly,  and  ihrough  other  hands,  and  not  even 
written  or  Mgned  by  him.  Mullcr  helped  me.  under  threat  of  punish- 
ment for  other  crimes,  believing  I  only  wanted  Meyer  for  the  Toledo 
crime,  and  ako  lieeauKe  Meyer  tried  Co  pniKun  liin  mistress,  and  did 
not  divide  the  New  V'ork  »poifx  (nirly.  Had  Mullcr  su.ipected  that  \ 
waK  from  New  York  he  would  have  told  me  nothing,  being  an  accom- 
plice of  Meyer  there,  but  would  have  avoided  me-  After  long  manceu- 
vring  T  finally  traced  Meyer  lo  Detroit,  the  last  place  in  the  world  that 
a  man  in  his  situation  would  think  of  re<iorttiit{  to.  because  Mary  Nei«s, 
in  whose  stead  he  killed  the  liidiauapoHs  girl  in  Toledo,  was  insured 
through  his  imitnimeniality  in  the  Rrjuiiable  Life  oflice  in  Detroit. 

While  his  house  was  being  watched  by  my  Pinlccrton  assistants.  I 
entered  lo  look  at  rooms  that  were  to  rent,  as  advertised  on  a  card  in 
the  unndow,  and  as  soon  a«  I  saw  him.  I  knew  he  wa«  my  matu  I 
found  there  evidence  that  he  and  his  wife  were  preparing  another 
murder. 

As  soon  as  Mullcr  learned  that  Meyer  was  arretted  for  the  New 
York  crime,  he  rcaUjEcd  that  he  had  been  fooled,  and  he  skipped,  but 
I  had  Pinkenon  shadows  on  him.  and  when  ready,  I  took  him  Irom 
hi«  hiding  place  to  New  York,  and  cnadc  hiin  and  his  wife  witnesses 
against  Meyer. 

Meyer  was  arrested  July  iztti.  A  requisition  upon  the  Gov- 
ernor of  Miehig:an  was  promptly  honored,  and  the  manifold 
vriminal  was  taken  to  New  York  by  detective  officers.  The 
compromise  verdict  which  followed  the  second  trial,  as  noted 
in  this  narrative,  attracted  comment  which  was  anything  but 
complimentarj*  to  the  jury.    It  could  only  be  regarded  as  one 
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degree  better  than  a  disagrccnient.  Recorder  Siiiylh,  before 
whom  the  case  was  tried,  declared  Uiat  ttie  critne  was  otie  of 
the  most  atrocious  that  ever  came  tu  liis  knowledge,  atid  tliat 
the  verdict  ^vas  clearly  illogical,  as  the  evidence  warranted  a 
verdict  of  murder  in  llic  first  degree. 


THE  HENDRYX  CASE 

In  June,  1877,  one  Hairy  C.  Hcudryx  was  convicted  at 
Angelica,  New  York,  of  murder  in  the  second  degree,  and  by 
tlie  Court  sentenced  tu  impriionmcnt  for  the  term  of  his  natural 
life.  The  prisoner  was  imlictetl  in  the  fall  of  1876  for  the 
murder  of  his  wife,  and  at  a  previous  trial  escaped  cimvicliun 
through  a  disagreement  of  the  jury.  Conflicting  metlical  testi- 
mony, aided  perhaps  by  a  friendly  personal  feeling,  led  to  this 
result,  and  also  induced  tlic  al«unl  verdict  rendered  by  the 
jury  on  the  second  trial,  llcndryx  was  a  young  man  of  fine 
pcisonal  presence,  about  thirty-two  years  of  age,  a  farmer,  and 
was  living,  at  the  time  of  the  tr^edy,  on  the  farm  of  Ex-Attor- 
ney General  Champlain,  in  Cuba,  N.  Y.  His  family  relations, 
so  far  as  known,  seem  to  have  been  ptcasant,  and  his  previous 
character  without  reproach.  He  had  served  in  the  army  dur- 
ing the  late  civil  war.  and  upon  his  discharge  from  service  in 
1865  had  married,  and  engaged  in  [arming,  working  the  estates 
of  others  upon  what  is  commonly  known  as  the  "share  plan." 

Uc  claims  I0  have  been  awakened  csx\y  in  the  morning'  of 
tlie  Ttli  of  July,  1876,  by  a  noise  in  his  sleeping  diamber,  and 
as  he  was  in  the  act  of  springing  from  the  bed  across  the  body 
of  his  wife,  a  shot  was  fired  wliicli  lodged  in  her  abdoinau 
Going  towards  the  door  for  the  puriJO>e  of  intercepting  a  sup- 
posed burglar,  a  second  shot  wounded  him  in  the  fingers  and 
thigh.  His  wife  had  been  able  to  rise  from  the  bed  and  follow 
him  ^vith<5ut  being  aware  of  her  own  wound  until  his  exclama- 
tion, "  [  am  shot,"  elicited  from  her,  "  So  am  I."  Assisting 
her  into  another  chamber  and  hying  her  upon  the  bed,  he,  for 
the  first  time,  inquired  where  she  was  wounded,  and  upon  being 
told  "  In  the  bowels."  examined  her  person  and  found  such  to 
ht  the  fact.  It  would  seem  that  tliis  discovery  should  have 
convinced  liim  of  the  serious  character  o(  her  injur>',  and  moved 
him  to  immediate  action  fur  medical  assistance  and  relief.     But 
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no;  he  claims  to  have  been  w,iUihcId  by  her  entreaties  and  fears 
for  his  own  safety,  yet  stales  that,  in  their  convcrsatiun,  she  ex- 
pressed duubts  of  surviving  the  wuunO,  and  talked  of  plans  for 
hi»  future  and  fur  their  ufily  child,  a  buy  of  nine  years;  lliat  she 
made  snnic  rtqut-sts  as  tu  the  disposition  of  personal  rcnion- 
braiKcrs  to  members  uf  her  own  family;  and,  at  the  last,  that 
she  advised  him,  "  after  a  reasonable  length  uf  time,  tu  marry 
his  cousin  Mattic."  Nearly  twu  hours  thus  passed,  and  it  was 
(laj'brcak  bcfurc  an  attempt  was  made  to  raise  an  alarm  ur  pro- 
cure the  sorely  needed  assistance.  Then,  from  the  steps  of  Uie 
house  he  firvd  his  revolver  in  the  air,  and  shouted  for  "  Help" 
in  tiie  intervals  of  firing.  Soon  aflcr^vards  he  sent  his  little  boy, 
not  tu  his  nearest  neighbor,  but  to  the  house  where  "  Maltic" 
was  temporarily  lodged.  Slie  cpitckly  responded  to  the  sum- 
mons, and  remained  thereafter  at  Heudryx's  house.  Mrs.  Hen- 
dryx  lingeretl  for  six  days,  dying  on  tJie  13th  of  July.  The  day 
after  her  deatli  a  {'i.^sHnorlan  examination  developed  the  course 
of  the  ball,  from  its  entrance  near  the  umbilicus,  passing  in- 
ward, upward,  and  obliquely  to  tlie  right,  and  cffectinfi  a  lodg- 
ment in  the  right  kidnt-y,  where  it  was;  foiinrH.  The  intestines 
were  not  injured,  but  the  peritoneum  was  cut  just  the  size  of 
the  bullet.  'ITic  weiglit  of  tlie  medical  testimony  conclusively 
cstahiislie^l  the  fact  that  the  woun<l  nnist  have  been  received 
while  Mrs.  fiemlrjx  lay  upon  her  back,  and  it  docs  not  appear 
in  evidence  tliat  any  of  the  bed-clothes  or  night-dress  of  the 
wife  «x're  perforated  by  the  bullet.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
Hendrj'x  states  that  in  rising  he  sprang  across  the  body  of  his 
wife,  liaving  during  the  night  changed  his  position  from  the 
front  to  the  back  side  of  the  bed.  An  inspection  of  Hendryx's 
wonnds  disclosed  a  slight  scratch  upon  the  left  llmmb  near  the 
inner  comer  of  tlie  nail,  and  a  corresponding  wound  upon  the 
left  index  finder.  Tlie  wound  uj>on  his  left  thigh  wa»iipon  the 
outer  side,  about  twelve  inches  above  the  knee,  and  had  the 
appearance  of  having  been  made  by  a  small  butlct  which  had 
passed  throngh  and  ju.'rt  beneath  the  skin  at  a  point  about  one 
inch  frnm  the  phirc  of  entry.  All  bore  the  appearance  of  hav- 
ing been  made  by  poinlblank  shots,  the  distance  of  the  weapon 
not  exceeding,  apparmlly.  three  inches.  It  was  the  thcorj-  of 
the  prosecution  that  these  wounds  were  self-inflicted,  based 
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upon  the  fact  that  the  wtitimt  upon  the  thigh  was  in  an  oWique 
direction,  i»rt:scnting  thi;  a|i]i«Lrai)cc  of  having  pa.ssct:l  from  the 
inside  outward;  that  tlic  suUscqumt  discharge  uf  mnttcr  ihcrc- 
(rom  contained  dirty,  darkish  brown  iiarticlcs,  which  were  with- 
out doubt  grains  of  gunpowder,  and  that  the  flesh  near  the 
wound,  upon  the  inner  side  of  the  thigh,  also  a(>pcarcd  as  if 
burned. 

An  offer  was  made  lo  fix  the  relative  position  of  a  hole  in  his 
shirt  (made,  as  he  claimetl,  by  the  shot  which  wounded  him) 
with  the  marks  upon  the  thigli,  but  in  all  positions  it  ivas  ap- 
parent that  his  claim  was  untrue.  Little  doubt  existed  in  the 
minds  ol  tlic  surgeons  in  attendance  of  the  guilt  of  Heudryx.  or 
that  his  wounds  were  inflicted  by  any  otiier  than  himself,  for  the 
purpose  of  diverting  suspicion  from  himself  and  avoiding  legal 
inquiry.  His  efforts  to  this  end  were  for  a  time  successful. 
Three  months  elapsed  before  his  arrest  and  subsetpient  indict- 
ment, and  it  cannot  be  questioned  tliat  such  action  was  at  last 
taken  as  a  result  of  the  inquiry  and  investigation  instituted,  and 
in  a  measure  coiidiicted.  in  the  interest  of  an  insurance  ror- 
poratinn.  tn  May  preceding  the  shooting.  Hmdr>'x  hatl  ob- 
tained from  the  agent  of  tlic  Travelers  Insurance  Company  an 
accident  policy  upon  himself.  The  insurance  company  was  in- 
formed, soon  after  his  arrest,  that  he  proposed,  if  acquitted,  lo 
present  a  claim  of  indemnit)'  for  four  weeks'  dUabilit)'.  The 
life  of  his  wife  was  insured  by  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Com- 
pany of  N'cw  York,  for  the  benefit  of  her  legal  reiircscntatives, 
in  the  sum  of  $2.ooa  Subsequently  he  endeavored,  repeatedly, 
to  secure  its  assignment  to  himself,  but  without  avail.  His 
efforts  to  tfiis  end  continued  even  after  the  shooting,  and  may 
have  been  one  of  the  subjects  of  conversation  during  the  hours 
of  suffering  which  Mrs.  Hcndryx  endured  before  he  sought 
assistance.  Her  father  testifies:  "I  had  conversation  with  the 
prisoner  about  his  wife's  insurance:  I  told  him  the  policies 
were  not  equal;  that  hers  was  worth  $2,000  to  him,  while  liis 
was  only  worth  anything  to  her  in  case  of  contingencies;  that 
i  did  not  care  for  the  money,  and  would  speak  to  one  of  the 
ladies  and  have  them  speak  to  Cynthin  (Mrs.  Hendr^x)  about 
it ;  I  ditl  so :  this  was  in  the  fore  ]>art  of  the  day.  In  the  after- 
noon the  matter  was  again  spoken  of."    Another  witness  testi- 
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fics:  "Hcndryx  talked  witli  mc  aNoiit  ll  o'clock  the  mominp 
oi  llic  shooting  about  the  insurance.  Mrs.  liciidrjx's  father 
wanted  me  to  speak  to  her  about  it;  then  he  went  out  aiul 
Hendryx  said, '  Wc  have  talked  it  all  over  and  it  is  imilerstond," 
and  lie  wanted  me  to  speak  to  her,  I  went  to  her  and  said, 
'  We  would  like  to  know  how  you  want  the  insurance,  wlictlicr 
to  you  or  to  Henry.*  She  said,  '  To  Henry,  fur  his  is  drawn  to 
me  and  it  is  no  more  than  right  thai  mine  shoidd  go  to  him.' " 
Tliis  evident  anxictj-  to  realize  to  himself  the  ]>ccuniary  benefit 
which  wnidd  result  from  lh<^  death  of  his  wife  docs  not  seem  to 
have  aroii.scd  at  the  time  any  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  those 
present,  all  of  whom  were  relatives  or  friends  of  his  wife.  With- 
out specific  designation,  her  son  was  the  legal  representative; 
and  the  father,  in  the  ordinary  course,  would  have  been  the 
legal  as  he  was  the  natural  guardian  of  tlieir  cliild,  and  a&  such 
would  have  controlled  the  procewls  of  the  iioticy.  He  was  not 
content  to  administer  tlic  trust  for  another,  although  in  the 
situation  it  would  seem  that  pamital  aJTeclion  would  dictate 
such  course,  but  he  souplit  to  ac<iuire  the  absolute  ownership 
of  tile  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  policy. 

The  realization  of  the  insurance  fund  was  not,  however,  the 
only  apparent  motive  actuating  the  commission  of  the  crime. 
Some  hvo  years  previous,  a  ynunp  latly  cousin  of  lTendri.-x 
had  become  a  frequent  visitor.  She  is  described  .t5  a  person  of 
rather  nmri:  than  avrraj^-  height,  of  a  slight,  delicate  biilld.  with 
brown  hair,  large  anri  exprcs-Mvc  black  eyes,  a  ver>'  iiitelliK'.''it 
look,  and  an  attractive  person.  Fret|ucnt  rides  in  cacli  other's 
company,  visits  to  mutual  relatives,  with  occasional  trips  to 
neighboring  villages,  and  on  one  occasion  her  insLnII.ati<in  into 
the  char^  of  his  house  during  a  short  absence  of  his  wife,  char- 
acterised their  earlier  intimacy.  It  is  apparent  that  such  rela- 
tions soon  developed  Into  ntlicrs  of  a  more  intimate  and  ques- 
tionable nature  than  was  warranted  by  the  kinship  which  existed 
between  them.  In  May  preceding  she  had.  at  his  request, 
taken  up  her  residence  with  him;  but.  objection  being  made  by 
his  ivife,  the  arrangement  ^tvas  terminated  two  days  previous  to 
the  shooting.  WTiilo  no  act  of  open,  criminal  intimacy  could 
be  directly  and  positively  charged  as  having  been  committed, 
yet  so  strongly  did  appearances  indicate  such  relations,  that 
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even  before  the  death  of  Mrs.  Hcndryx,  her  &i&tcrs  did  not 
hesitate  in  awcrthiif  their  existence,  and  the  eondiict  of  the  two 
during  the  week  Mrs.  Hcndrjx  lingered  after  bcinp  wounded 
was  such  as  to  favor  such  belief.  None  other  dressed  his 
wounds,  the  location  of  which  necessarily  involved  an  exposure 
of  his  person:  and  although  "she  had  a  way  of  making  tlie 
dressing*  stay  on  hctlcr  than  he  could,"  yet  the  operation  was 
required  to  be  repeated  several  times  during  the  day.  Litlle 
attention  or  service  was  rendered  by  either  of  tiicin  U>  his  dying 
wife,  but,  withdrawing  from  her  and  the  friends  surrounding 
her,  they  passed  tlicir  time  in  each  other's  society,  imtii,  upon 
the  day  of  her  death,  indignant  remonst nances  hy  relatives 
forced  an  outward  observance  of  propriety.  "  Cousin  Mattie  " 
continued  with  Hcndryx  after  the  burial  <>f  his  wife,  and  their 
relations,  according  to  the  testimony  at  the  trial,  were  even 
more  intimate  than  befcirc.  In  his  desire  to  possess  for  him- 
self marital  riglits  over  her.  the  <lays  pa-sseil  too  slowly,  for  we 
find  that  in  October,  but  three  months  after  the  burial  of  his 
wife,  he  sought  an  interview  with  his  father-in-law  aiid  stated 
to  Iiim  the  request  of  his  late  wife  that  he  should  marry  his 
cousin  Mattie,  and  desired  advice.  No  objection  wa«  made, 
tho  reply  of  the  father  being.  "  If  that  was  her  retjuest.  I  have 
niithing  to  say."  Hcndrj'x,  evidently,  wa.s  of  the  opinion  that 
the  "  reasonable  time  "  liad  elapsed,  or  that  his  wounds  still 
required  the  attention  which,  it  appears,  she  alone  could  give. 
His  hopes  were  not,  however,  to  be  realized.  Arrest,  present- 
ment, indictment  and  trial  succeeded,  with  the  final  result  as 
slated  in  our  opening. 

That  the  verdict  rendered  was  wholly  at  variance  with  the 
testimony  and  evidence  cannot  be  denied.  The  array  of  evi- 
dence, circumstantial  as  it  may  have  been,  fully  proved  the 
crime  intentional  and  its  perpetration  premeditated,  if  it  proved 
anything.  None  other  than  the  prisoner  could  have  any  motive 
for  its  commission,  or  profit  by  its  perpetration.  His  circum- 
stances were  not  such  as  to  expose  him  to  a  visitation  from 
bui^lars  seeking  to  obtain  either  money  or  valuables,  and  a 
tenant  farmer  does  not  generally  possess  such  property  as  in- 
vites the  aUcntion  of  tho.se  gentrj*.  To  us  it  seems  that  the 
case,  as  presented,  did  not  admit  of  other  findings  than  guilty 
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or  not  guilty,  as  charged  in  the  indictment,  "flie  time  aiid 
manner  in  which  ihe  crime  was  commiued,  ajiart  from  any 
other  circunislances  or  consideration,  wen  conclusive  as  to  its 
premeditation.  No  sudden  fit  ^>i  icmper  or  angry  quarrel  led 
to  its  coniniission.  It  was  deliberately  jtlaimed  and  as  detib- 
eralcly  executed.  His  neglect  to  raise  tlie  alarm,  or  seek 
required  assistance,  his  InattL-nlion  to  his  wife  luid  subsequent 
conduct,  all  serve  to  stamp  Iiis  act  as  intentional,  premeditated 
murder.  'Hic  verdict,  as  rendered,  wa.<j  a  mockery  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  and  a  scandal  and  reproach  upon  the 
jury,  wlio,  by  their  solemn  oaths,  were  sworn  to  well  and  truly 
try  and  true  deliverance  make,  without  respect  of  person  or 
favor  of  any  man,  according  to  the  taw  and  the  evidence  before 
them. 


THE  PROFESSOR  WEST  INFAMY. 

In  Dover,  the  capital  of  Delaware,  a  certain  "Professor" 
Isaac  C.  West,  Jr.,  was  pretending  to  experiment  with  a  mys- 
terious gas,  one  peculiar  property  of  which  was  that  it  would 
cause  the  removal  of  the  color  from  the  skin.  He  took  care  to 
spread  abroad  a  report  tlia.t  the  gas  was  highly  inflammable 
and  explosive,  and  that  in  conducting  his  experiments  he  was 
obliged  to  exercise  great  cire  to  prevent  dangerous  results. 

One  day  in  December,  1R72,  there  was  a  loud  explosion  in 
the  professor's  laboratciry,  followed  by  an  alarm  of  fire.  Suc- 
cessful efforts  wcrt  maidc  for  extinguishing  the  fire,  after  which 
some  of  the  citizens  who  entered  the  building  encountered  a 
ghastly  sight.  In  a  charrcfl  dry-goods  box  lay  the  nmtilated 
remains  of  a  man's  body  without  head,  hands,  or  feet.  By  the 
charitaLly  inclined  it  was  at  first  supposed  that  the  professor 
had  been  killed  and  blown  to  fragments  by  an  explosion  of  a 
retort  of  tlie  destructive  gas.  Closer  examination  revealed 
evidences  that  the  missing  head,  hands,  and  feet  bad  lieen  cu! 
and  not  blown  from  the  body.  Underneath  the  floor  where 
the  binly  lay  was  discovered  a  quantity  of  gunpowder  sufficiem 
to  have  blown  the  body  to  atoms  if  the  flames  had  reached  it. 
These  facts,  conjoined  with  other  circumstances,  and  notice- 
ably the  disappearance  of  a  well-known  colored  man  named 
Henry  Turner,  who  had  frequently  assisted  West  in  his  work, 
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eventually  aroused  grave  suspicions  of  foul  play.  These  sus- 
picions were  strengthened  when  it  was  discovered  tliat  West's 
life  liad  been  insured  to  tlie  amount  of  $25,000,  his  neighbors 
immediately  concluding  that  he  had  killed  Turner  and  muti- 
lated the  body  beyond  recognition,  as  he  thought,  in  the  hope 
that  the  insur-ince  companies  would  pay  his  supposed  widow 
the  amounts  for  wliich  he  was  insured.  It  was  then  deter- 
mined to  watch  his  conimunicaticms  with  his  wife,  and  to  note 
carefully  her  niovcinents,  iheir  object  evidently  being  to  effect 
a  settlement  with  tlie  companies,  aiid  then  to  retire  to  some 
distant  locality  tu  enjoy  their  ilt-gottcn  wealth. 

After  a  singularly  fniitless  attempt  at  flight.  West  surprised 
everybody  by  nnexpectedly  retumingtii  Dovcrand  vohmtarily 
delivering  him<vclf  to  the  sheriff.  TTe  confesscil  that  lie  had 
killed  Turner,  hut  urged  (hat  it  was  in  self-defense;  and  he 
also  revealed  the  wlicreahouts  of  the  head,  hands,  and  feet, 
which  he  had  sccrelly  Iniried.  After  a  I>rief  search  the  various 
portions  of  the  dead  body,  including  the  integument  ol  which 
it  had  been  denuded,  were  found.  A  coroner's  jury  was  im- 
paneled at  unce.  before  which  the  prUoner  appeared.  The 
Attorney-General  said  to  West  that  it  was  useless  to  state  the 
nature  o(  the  charge  that  had  been  brought  against  him.  and  if 
lie  had  any  statement  to  make  of  his  own  free  will,  the  jury 
would  be  glad  to  hear  it.  West  thcreuiKvn,  after  a  great  deal 
of  effort  to  control  his  almost  overpowering  emotion,  pro- 
ceeded to  make  a  detailed  confession  of  his  bloody  work,  a.t 
follows: 

My  name  is  Isaac  C.  West,  Jr.;  my  age  is  thirty  years.  1  was  born 
in  Sussex  County,  but  have  liv«d  in  Dover  and  vicinity  for  ihr«e  years. 
I  don't  clitim  lo  be  a  physician:  my  l)iisincs<<  is  to  administer  teas 
for  the  trcaitnent  of  i]isease.  The  killing  look  phce  on -Monday 
night,  December  3d.  On  Monday  niominft  I  was  taking  a  bucket  of 
water  lo  my  office,  but  don't  remember  tlie  exact  time.  Turner  came 
atong  .-ibout  Ibis  lime  and  said.  "  Boss,  I'll  carry  ttiai  up  for  you." 
I  told  him  I  would  tatry  it  myself,  but  had  some  work  for  Iitm,  if  lie 
noiild  do  it:  he  said  he  would,  and  wanted  to  know  what  it  was:  I 
lold  him  1  had  a  large  box  at  Capt.  Battelii':  he  said  he  couldn't 
carry  it  then,  ihat  he  was  cuttini;  up  meal  for  Mrs.  MulHn.  but  that 
be  wmild  allcnd  lo  it  some  time  in  llic  afternoon.  I  went  lo  Mrs. 
Mullin's  about  one  o'clock  on  the  same  day;  some  colored  men  iberc 
said  tliat  Turner  was  not  there,  and  had  not  been  there,  and  they 
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didn't  know  where  he  was.  About  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  I 
met  him  on  the  street,  and  tic  ia'ti  he  was  ready  then  lo  carry  the 
box  (or  rac;  he  got  a  wtK-clljarrow  oi  Mr,  Collinsoii  ^iid  took  ihc 
box  up  to  tjiy  roum  for  iiie;  1  tuuk  out  my  poi^kct-book  iii  my  vilicc 
in  Kcrbin's  building,  and  paid  him  25  cents;  he  ihcn  uid,  "  iJoss,  you 
Mcm  to  be  pretty  Rush; "  thvn  he  wanted  to  know  if  I  wouldn't  give 
him  money  u>  get  a  driiik.  1  lold  him  1  would  if  he  would  go  down 
to  ttic  bar  next  door;  he  then  said  that  after  Mippcr  he  wuuld  come 
back  to  briuK  WKter  to  £11  my  Eusometcr,  and  would  not  duusc  ni« 
anythinK  for  thai,  as  I  was  so  good  lo  him;  we  went  down  toKclher 
ind  into  the  bar-room  below,  and  I  paid  for  Turner's  drink  al  Levey's 
bat;  thia  was  when  ihc  sun  was  about  hali  an  hour  high.  We  came 
out  together  nnd  hcparalcil  3\  we  came  out  of  the  door;  Turner  said, 
"  Bo»s,  I'll  be  on  hand  in  half  an  hour."  I  mel  him  again  hciween 
thai  time  and  sunset,  near  the  pnst-ttfrice.  He  said  lie  was  ready 
to  Ukc  the  water  up,  but  1  told  him  I  whs  not  ready  tlnen  to  go  up 
to  my  room;  a  short  lime  after  that  I  met  Turner  near  HoPteeker 
and  Stewart's  store  on  the  corner,  talking  to  a  colored  man.  I 
pasted  him  and  went  an  up  to  my  otHce.  I  had  juM  got  there  and 
unlocked  the  door  when  he  came  up.  I  went  on  upstairs  ahead  of 
him  and  unlocked  the  room  door  upitain  and  went  in  aheail.  1  had 
taken  my  gasometer  lo  picci^s  that  day,  tnlcnding  lo  fasten  a  small 
(ledge -hammer  in  the  weights;  the  ^ledgc•ililmnle^  was  lying  juNt 
inside  of  llie  doar;  the  other  weights  were  over  in  the  corner,  about 
ciflht  feet  farther  cm;  one  of  the  weights  was  a  bu!t  or  a  piece  of  an 
iron  axle:  it  was  about  two  feet  long,  and  an  inch  and  a  quarter  in 
diameter.  I  had  jusi  gone  over  to  where  tfiis  bolt  wat,  lying,  tOheii  I 
turned  and  saw  Turner  with  the  pledge- hammer  in  his  hand  in  a 
threatening  attitude.  >^'hcn  he  found  thai  I  saw  he  was  coming,  he 
said,  "  Give  mc  your  pocket-book,  or  I'll  kill  you."  1  then  snatched 
up  u.  bolt  or  a  piece  of  axle,  and  Ju»t  as  I  did  so  he  struck  at  mc 
with  the  sledge-hammer,  the  blow  lallinK  on  my  hat  and  denting  the 
crown,  but  it  did  not  touch  my  head,  as  I  was  stooping  over,  I  then 
struck  at  him  with  the  bolt  or  axle,  intending  to  strike  him  on  the 
head;  but  I  missed  his  head  and  struck  him  on  the  neck  below  the 
ear:  he  fell,  and  I  don't  think  he  ever  kicked  afterwards.  Tim  was 
)usl  after  sunset:  he  fell  over  on  his  side.  I  then  felt  him  and  exam- 
ined his  pnise,  and  found  he  was  dead.  I  did  not  intend  to  kill  him, 
but  only  intended  lo  knock  hitn  down,  so  that  he  could  not  kill  me. 
■[After  a  long  pause  the  prisoner  continued:]  I  then  left  the  body  lyinj 
there,  and  came  up  to  Fountain's  hole!  and  got  my  supper,  and  didn't 
go  back  any  more  thai  evening,  but  1  went  twck  Tuesday  maiming, 
about  ten  or  eleven  o'clock;  I  then  thought  I  would  cut  Turner  in 
pieces  and  bury  him:  so  1  cut  off  his  head,  hands,  and  Iccl  with  my 
penknife  (knife  here  shown  hati  (our  blades,  and  was  identified  by 
the  prisoner  as  the  one  with  which  he  did  the  cutting).  I  cut  off  his 
bead  and  feet  with  the  penknife,  and  skinned  the  body;  that  is  the 
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knife  (pointing  to  il)  which  lies  on  the  ublc:  1  broke  one  ol  the 
blades  culling  the  1>on«»;  1  broke  several  of  the  bone«  with  the  piece 
of  axle;  this  vrai  not  all  done  before  dinner:  I  don't  know  how  much 
t  did  do  before  dinner;  I  went  tu  dinner  ttuit  iIa/.  but  do  not  know 
lh«  exact  time;  do  not  remember  poiitively  whether  I  wras  back  *l 
iny  office  after  dinner  or  not:  in  the  afternoon  I  not  a  horse  and  car- 
riage of  Mr.  FounUiin  and  went  out  to  tiazlelville,  my  home,  and 
camv  bai:k  in  the  evening,  thinking  to  Utkc  the  remains  away  and 
bury  them.  I  got  back  about  six  o'clock  th;ii  evening,  and  brought 
down  the  skin  of  Turner  from  my  office  in  .i  wnirr-lmcket,  which  wai 
about  half  covered  with  a  piece  »(  pftlteri  the  hurtc  !>niellcd  it  and 
would  not  let  me  lake  it,  so  I  tet  it  down  jutl  inside  of  the  outi-r 
door,  »nd  locked  the  door.  I  (hen  brorghi  the  horse  and  carriage 
to  the  stable,  and  wcni  up  to  the  hotel  and  warmed  myself.  1  tlicn 
thought  I  would  carry  the  remains  in  a  bucket  and  bury  them;  I 
went  back  to  my  ofllicc  about  eight  o'clock,  and  took  the  bucket 
which  had  the  skin  in  it  and  started  out  on  the  auccl  with  it.  I  found 
the  ground  wa«  frozen,  and  that  I  had  nolliing  to  dig  a  hole  with, 
so  I  turned  and  brought  il  back  to  my  room  again.  I  remained  in 
my  room  planning  what  to  do,  and  then  conclwded  I  winikl  tear  a 
large  box  I  had  to  pieces  and  make  a  box  thnl  would  hold  the  rem.iimi, 
for  the  purpose  of  Khipping  ihcni  on  the  Delaware  Railroad  lo  some 
point,  and  then  follow  and  hury  them.  I  found  il  was  getting  bite, 
and  I  couEd  not  &tay  any  later  that  night.  About  eleven  o'clock  I 
returned  lo  tlic  hotel  and  went  to  bed;  this  watt  Tuesday;  my  foot 
was  hurting  me  on  Wednesday,  and  I  didn't  go  bacW  to  my  room 
till  about  9  o'clock  in  the  morning.  [  found  the  remains  smelling 
GO  much  thai  I  could  not  ship  them  on  the  railroad.  I  got  my  dinner 
at  the  hotel  that  day  and  was  about  at  diH^erent  place*  that  afternoon. 
]  returned  lo  my  ofRcc  in  the  afternoon,  when  1  look  my  knifc  and 
cut  oil  the  nose  and  lips  from  the  head,  intending  to  i^kin  it.  and 
also  cut  some  pieces  from  the  abdomen,  I  then  struck  the  head  with 
the  bolt  or  iron  axle  for  ihe  purpose  of  mashing  it  up  so  il  could 
not  be  tccogniied,  but  found  I  eould  make  no  imprcision  on  it. 
1  was  alratd  if  I  skinned  the  head  it  would  siill  retain  its  shape  and 
would  be  recognized  Afterwards  1  put  the  head  in  a  bucket  and  took 
h  down  to  a  lime-iicap  near  the  railroad  and  rolled  it  in  the  lime, 
and  (lien  raked  it  back  in  the  bucket  and  carried  it  to  a  place  where 
I  buried  it.  using  a  spade  belonging  to  Mrs  Jones  for  this  purpose. 
I  buried  tlic  head  under  a  heap  of  cut  briars  tn  the  street  near  the 
comer  of  Water  Street  and  the  railroad.  I  then  went  back  to  my 
room  about  lo  o'clock  [  had  a  candle  and  two  lamps  at  my  oflice, 
one  for  burning  alcohol  and  ihc  other  for  burning  kerosene.  I  took 
the  bucket  and  r'"t  the  skin  in  it  to  carry  il  away.  Went  out  on  the 
itrcct  with  it  and  saw  some  person  coming,  when  I  took  it  back  to 
my  room  again.  I  melted  the  end  of  a  candte  that  I  might  stick  \ht 
candle  on  the  floor;  I  took  one  of  the  feet  and  poured  some  alcohol 
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over  it,  tliinking  that  by  netting  it  on  Rrc  it  would  change  the  color 

of  itic  foot;  I  set  il  on  fire  and  tjiilt  M>inc  nvcr  on  ilic  llr>»r.  wlilch  aKo 

ignited.     I  had  previously  placed  the  box  over  the  body  and  put  the 

etnall  pieces  un  top  of  the  box;  I  intended,  if  the  alcohol  did  ch&nge 

the  color  of  the  ikin  on  the  feel,  to  spread  the  skin  out  on  tlic  floor 

and  change  the  color  of  it  by  burning  alcohol  on  it;  but  I  found  that 

the  alcohol  would  not  change  the  color  of  the  skin.    1  inlctidetl,  if 

the  color  was  dunged,  lo  replace  the  »kin  on  the  body  and  fit  it  as 

well  as  [  could.    When  the  alcohol  on  the  floor  caught  hrc.  I  gathered 

up  the  feel,  hands,  and  skin  in  my  hands,  and  gut  out  of  Ihe  room 

zi  soon  as  t  could,   fearing  the  powder  I   had  there  would  explode. 

1  made  an  cfTott  to  extinRuish  the  flames,  but  failed.     Alter  getting 

outside  1   walked  to  the  Methodist   graveyard  with  the   k-et.   Iiands, 

and  skin;  after  I  had  gone  some  distance  from  the  oBicc  1   uiw  that 

the  Arc  had  gnne  nut,  and  I  Mailed  lo  go  Iwrk.  but  I  wax  afraid  to 

go.  remembering  that  the  candle  W35  on  the  floor.     When  near  Mrs. 

Jonw'»  new  houie  I  noticed  (he  fire  flash  up  agiiiri,  ;in>!  I  turned  and 

went  back  towards  the  graveyard,  where  I  had  left  the  feet,  hands,  and 

skin,    1  then  took  ihem  up  and  carried  them  over  into  the  Mcthodiit 

graveyard,  and  there  n-aitcd  until  the  fire  was  put  oul.    1  buried  the  skin 

alongside  of  the  railroad,  and  then  went  to  get  the  hands  and  (eel  lo 

bufy  them,  when  I  heard  the  whistle  oi  the  four  o'clock  down  tram. 

1   raked   Mime  lime  over  ihcin  and  ran  u\>  m  the   ilepiil  and  waited 

until  the  train  arrived,  when  I  went  on  board  with  a  bundle  of  my 

clothes,  and  went  to  Delmar,  from  which  place  1  walked  to  Salisbury, 

Mil,  on  the  railroad  track.    I  wcni  lo  Traccy's  Hoiel  in  thai  place 

and  remained  there  uiilil  ihiK  (Friday)  nidrning,  December  Oth.  when 

I  got  on  ihc  north-bound  Iraiti  and  caiuc  up  to  FariiiingtOTi.  where 

I  got  off  and  walked  to  Harrington.     I  gut  on  the  evening  train  and 

tnmc  tc  Doi'cr,  and  gave  myself  up  lo  the  Sheriff.     1  had  previously 

called  on  a  constable  at  Harrington   to  deliver  myself  up     My  life 

is  insured  for  $35,000:  $10,000  in  the  New  England  Mutual.  $5,000  tn 

the  John  ilaiKoek,  S5.000  in  the  Delaware  Mutual,  and  $5,000  in  the 

£tna — about   half  in  favor  of  my  wile,  and  hall  in   favor  of  myscH; 

they  were  all  life  policies.     1  took  out  the   ,^^tna  policy  five  or  six 

years  ago,  and  the  others  last  spring,     I  never  had  any  previous  difTi- 

cully  wiih  Turner;  knew  him  only  by  the  name  gf  Joe  Turner;  never 

exchanged  half  a  doicn  words  with  him  before  thai  time.     1  bored 

the  hole  found  in  the  office  floor  about  a  month  ago  with  a  brace 

and  bit;  it  was  intended  to  set  a  post  in  lor  my  reiort;  ihe  powder, 

about  a  quarter  of  a   pound,  was  put   into  the  hole  on  the  30th  of 

November:    1   used   it  as  a   medicinal   preparation.     The   iMindle   ot 

clothes  I  look  on  the  cars  with  me  consinled  of  eircular  coat,  pair  ot 

boots,  and  three  shirts.     I  bundled  ihcni  in  my  room  on  Wednesday 

night,  and  put  tliem  back  of  Holland's  store,  and  left  them  in  the 

graveyard  until  I  heard  the  wEii.itle  of  the  train,  wlxcn  I  returned  and 

got  them  and  took  them  to  the  depot  platform:  the  ^iinic  bundle  of 
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clothes,  with  the  addition  o(  a  pair  ol  panu,  it  at  ihr  Davrr  depot  in 
a  bag  I  bought  al  Salisbury'  '  *'"'«  Turner's  cU.lhcs  into  strips, 
that  ihey  might  not  be  rccoKniicd.  They  consisted  ol  coat,  panis.  and 
sliin.  1  cut  the  Wps  ul  Turner's  »hoc»  ol7  nnd  threw  the  aolcn  into 
the  street,  and  left  ihe  u|>i>eri  with  the  lorn-up  cloiheK.  inieiiiling  to 
carry  all  oif  and  bury  them.  The  (rvnt  shutters  of  my  ofBcc  were 
closed  when  1  Icil  the  last  time. 

To  this  confession,  which  ie  verbatim,  West  appended  his 
name,  an<l  was  then  remanded  to  juL  How  any  one  with  a 
grain  of  coninion -sense  could  expect  the  public  to  accept  the 
ridicul(Mi.s  statfinenis  and  cxplanaliuns  in  his  so^rallcd  con- 
fession, is  incomprchen.sible.  Its  only  effect  among  intelligent 
people  was  to  arouse  their  bitter  scorn  and  their  inexpressible 
disgust 

The  principal  points  developed  by  the  tesiimony  for  the 
State  were  briefly:  that  the  annual  premium  on  $25,000  of 
insiu^iicc  at  the  age  of  twenty-nine  years  was  not  less  than 
$600;  that  West  was  always  im])ccunious,  so  much  so  at  the 
time  of  the  murder  that  lie  owed  for  two  weeks'  boanl  al  his 
hotel,  and  was  unable  to  pay  ii;  that  he  had  repeatedly  visited 
one  ^'rederick  Windolph,  a  (rienti  and  member  o(  a  society  lodge 
to  which  he  heiongeil,  before  the  commiswon  of  the  crime, 
selecting  him  from  among  his  ac<)uaintanccs  because  Win- 
dolph's  height,  weight,  and  chest  measurement  corresponded 
nearly  with  his  own;  that  he  was  cuntiiuiaJly  mantruvring  to 
establish  himself  in  Windoli>h's  confiiEcnce;  and  that,  upon  one 
pretense  or  another,  he  made  several  attempts  to  inveigle  him 
into  his  laborator}'.  His  diabolical  design  upon  Windolph 
being  clearly  revealed  by  tlie  murder  of  Turner,  the  testimony 
of  Windolph  was  abundantly  corroborated  by  other  witnesses, 
who  recalled  incidents  which,  at  the  time,  seemed  strange,  but 
which  awoke  no  suspicion  of  ulterior  purpose.  It  was  also  in 
evidence  that  West  said  he  wanted  to  make  money  enough  in 
the  next  two  weeks  to  make  or  break  him.  .Another  witness 
said  that  he  saw  Turner  in  company  with  West  in  the  after- 
noon of  the  day  of  the  fire.  Turner  was  under  the  influence 
of  liquor  when  West  treated  him  to  brandy  and  asked  him 
how  much  he  could  drink.  Turner  took  a  glass  full.  They 
left  the  bar-room  together,  and  witness  was  surprised  that 


4S8 


HOMICIDE. 


Wcsl  should  treat  a  n<^rro  in  that  liberal  way.  Witness  saw 
very  little  money  in  West's  pocket-book. 

On  behalf  of  the  defense,  testimony  was  introduced  showing 
that  the  prisoner  was  insane;  that  his  father  was  subject  to  fits 
of  melancholy  two  or  three  years  before  the  birth  of  his  son 
Isaac  C,  West,  Jr,  But  it  became  evident  that  the  defense 
chiefly  relied  upon  popular  prejudice  against  color,  and  pop- 
ular feeling  against  hanging  a  white  man  for  the  pardonable 
offense  of  killing  a  negro.  In  tnisting  to  this  sentiment,  a 
retic  or  legacy  of  the  old  slavery  regime,  the  defense  was  not 
mistaken. 

The  State  introduced  several  medical  witnesses  to  rebut  the 
"  insane  dodge."  and  the  case  was  given  to  the  jury,  who  re- 
turned a  verdict  of  "  Nat  j^uilty  cm  thf  ground  of  sdf-definse." 
The  leading  daily  journal  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  comment- 
ing upon  this  preposterous  verdict,  saj-s: 

"AI!  iliat  Iia«  ever  been  said  ahout  ihe  AUipiility  ol  jurors  and  the 
uncertainly  of  jury  irinls  in  iilustralcd  aiitl  cnfnrcpd  by  ihft  verdicl 
in  the  West  case.  Wc  would  not  liavc  been  surprised  at  an  acquittal 
on  ilic  ground  of  insanity  since  wc  liavc  read  the  nirong  array  ol  evi- 
dence in  support  of  that  theory;  but  for  a  jury  10  disregard  this,  prac- 
ticAlly  declare  its  disbelief  in  it.  and  then  to  acquit  thi^i  man  on  the 
jr"ound  of  self-defense,  is  a  performance  which  we  can  find  no  words 
to  characterize,  excuses  to  palliale,  or  rcnuonx  to  explain.  The  pris- 
oner in  hi*  own  hiboratory  killed  Turner,  then  skinned  him  and  cm 
tiim  up.  and  finally  set  fire  to  the  hiiiUUnK  with  a  view  to  destroying 
the  di^sustine  evidences  of  bin  crime,  and  ihcit  ran  awny  in  disRuisc, 
and  being  cauehl,  confessed  hi*  crime,  but  said  he  killed  ihe  man  in 
self-defense;  and  upon  his  simple  say-so,  a  jury,  swnm  to  deliver  a 
true  verdict  in  the  ease,  acquits  him  on  the  ground  of  flclf-dcfcniel 
Such  a  verdict  is  not  only  simply  preposterous — it  Ik  mon<itrous." 

It  is  some  satisfaction  to  know  that  this  inhuman  vilbin  did 
not  escape  scot-free.  Upon  being  trieil  for  the  crime  of  arson, 
he  pleaded  guihy  and  was  sentenced  to  two  years'  imprison- 
ment in  tlie  penitentiary.  His  second  confession  is  a  ^nrluaJ 
admission  of  hia  murder  of  the  poor  negro.  Unfortunately,  a 
criminal  cannot  twice  be  put  in  jeopardy  for  the  same  offense. 
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THE   WICHITA   OUTLAWS.    WINNER   AND    McNUTT. 

In  ihc  summer  of  1873.  two  young  men.  namcH  Winner  and 
NfcNiitt,  oi  Kansas  City,  iibtaincil  an  insurance  policy  (or 
$5,000  upon  the  life  of  McNiitt.  fmm  the  Mctmpnlitan  Life 
Insurance  Company.  The  policy  was  in  (a%'or  of  a  woman 
from  Clay  County.  Missouri,  with  whom  McXutt  had  been 
living  ahout  a  year  in  Leavenworth  and  Kansas  City.  In 
order  to  legalize  the  poliey,  McNutt  marrie<l  the  woman  and 
soon  after  removed  to  Wichita,  a  new  and  flourishing'  town  in 
Western  Kansas,  much  frequented  by  stock-raisers.  McNutt 
was  accompanied  hy  Winner.  Just  before  Christmas.  Winner 
returned  to  Kansas  City  for  the  purpose  of  finding  a  young 
man  whom  he  could  quietly  murder,  and  whose  body  he 
could  palm  off  on  the  insurance  company  as  that  of  McXatt. 
He  visitecl  Mrs.  McNutt,  who  had  remainetl  in  Kansas  City, 
and  disclosed  the  plot  to  her.  A  young  mail  nainetl  Sevier 
was  induced  to  accompany  Whinner  to  Wichita  on  promise  of 
a  job  of  work,  and  was  never  seen  alive  after  he  arrived  there 
with  Winner.  He  was  taken,  according  to  McNutt's  con- 
fession, to  Ihc  painl-shop  used  by  the  murderers,  and  there 
intoxicated  with  brandy  and  dnip^ed  with  ether.  Cords  were 
bound  tightly  around  his  body,  his  clothing  was  saturated  with 
kerosene,  and  the  shop  was  set  on  fire.  His  remains  were 
found  among  tlic  embers  of  the  building,  and  at  first  were  sup- 
posed to  be  those  of  McNutt. 

Winner  reported  dial  they  had  been  attacked  in  the  night. 
McNutt  killed,  and  tlic  shop  robbed  and  burned.  His  story 
excited  suspicion,  for  there  were  no  bruises  on  his  person  ex- 
cepting slight  scratches.  Mrs.  McNutt  immciliately  claimed 
the  $5,000  insurance,  and  the  parties  in  interest  at  once  pro- 
ceeded to  investigate  tlie  case. 

On  the  day  when  this  tragedy  occurred,  Mrs.  McNutt  wTotc 
a  letter  to  her  husband,  which  was  interceptc*!  by  the  authtjr- 
itics.  McNutt  having  fled  to  Missouri  under  the  assumed  name 
of  Leonard.     In  the  course  of  the  letter  she  wrote: 

"  1  am  up  to  my  eyes  in  tremble:  I  can't  help  it.  for  T  must  talk, 
althnuftli  ynit  will  ha  unpry  with  me  for  writina  it.  Do  eiit  looie 
from  that  man  Winner:  he  is  x  mean,  pinchbnck  liar.  If  you  carry 
out  the  plnni  you  b3.ve  under  way,  we  shall  bv  ruinnl  and  disgraced. 
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Belore  1  will  hnve  th«  name  of  ttulEng  aflJ  mnrilering  for  weallh, 
I'd  beg  on  m^  hands  ai^d  Icnccs.  I'd  rather  burn  in  fire  ani  brim- 
stone, lor  your  uike.  than  to  h»ve  you  liraitihiil  as  a  iniirdcrrr.  Df> 
let  mc  sell  my  bed  and  cloihtiig  and  come  down  lo  Wichita,  and  let 
113  try  and  c^rn  an  honest  livine  1  will  work  and  dn  all  I  can  tu 
tnak«  ouf  home  happy  and  comfortable  again.  Life  of  my  soul,  let 
mc  warn  you  to  cut  loose  Eroca  that  wicked  man.  Winner,  who  is  the 
cause  of  all  owr  iroulilcj." 

On  the  face  of  tlic  «nvelai)e  were  tlie  following  instructions 
to  the  postmaster: 

Let  no  one  have  this  hut  ihc  one  it  i*  directed  lo,  and  il  not  called 
(or  within  three  days,  return  the  same  to  No.  6o3  Main  Street,  Kansas 
City.  only.  Mlts.  J.  W.  McNmrr. 

The  letter  was  read  to  the  jury  n(  inquest  over  Sevier's  re- 
mains. Winner  and  Mrs.  McNutt  were  aircstcd  and  Impris- 
oned, and,  notwithstanding  Winner's  refusal  to  make  any 
disclosures,  and  Mrs.  McNiitt's  rejectian  of  overtures  to  turn 
State's  evidence,  itie  proofs  against  tlieni  rapidly  accumulated. 
A  clue  to  McNutt's  whereabouts  was  followed  up  by  ex-Sheriff 
William  Smith,  of  Sedg-wick  County.  Having  obtained  at 
Topcka  a  requisition  from  the  Governor,  he  proceeded  to 
I-cavenworth  City,  and  took  the  Chicago  and  Rock  Island 
road  to  riattsburg-.  Immediately  after  arrival  at  that  point, 
he  procured  a  horse  and  a  guide,  and  rode  all  night  in  the 
supposed  direction  of  the  criminal,  visiting  a  number  of  small 
country  post-offices  and  inquiring  at  each  whether  a  party  by 
the  natne  of  Leonard  procured  mail  there.  Next  day  he 
reached  the  Glen  Garden  post-office,  in  Ray  County,  and  was 
told  that  a  party  of  that  name  was  getting  mail  at  that  office, 
and  that  he  was  working  on  a  farm  about  one  mile  from  there. 

Smith  left  his  horse  and  borrowed  a  shot-gun  of  his  inform- 
ant, for  the  purpose  of  killing  chickens,  he  said,  and  proceeded 
to  the  farm.  On  arriving  at  or  near  the  (arm-house,  which 
stood  in  a  clearing,  he  espie<l  McNutt  in  the  back  yard  cltop- 
ping  wood.  He  passed  around  the  farm  to  the  east  side, 
where  stood  a  large  l»am.  He  approached  tfie  liarti.  keeping 
it  between  himself  and  his  game;  then  farther  on  towards  the 
house,  about  a  hundred  yards  and  within  tft'enty  feet  of  where 
McNutt  was  chopping  wood,  stood  a  com-crib.  He  worked 
hifi  way  cautiously  up  to  the  comer  of  the  com-crib,  stepped 
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out  and  cockc<l  his  gun  on  the  chap,  and  told  him  to  throw 
doivn  his  axe  anJ  hold  up  his  hands,  for  he  was  his  prisoner, 
which  order  he  promptly  obeyed,  remarking  while  being  hand- 
cuffed. "  Well,  you  have  got  me  at  last."  Smith  said.  "  Yes, 
I  have  been  hunting  you  for  some  time."  He  was  placed  on 
a  horse  and  taken  to  Flattsburg,  and  thence  to  VVicltita.  The 
skillful  manner  in  which  Smith  ferreted  out  the  rascal,  and  the 
coolness  with  which  he  effected  the  capture,  commended  him 
lo  general  admiration. 

Reckless  of  consequences,  the  wretched  McNutt  voluntarily 
unbo«omcd  himself  of  the  particulars  of  the  tragedy.  The 
atrocious  nature  of  the  crime  is  revealed  in  the  following 
confession,  to  which,  when  written  out,  his  signature  was 
appended: 

I  was  l)om  in  the  Stale  of  MlsMuri,  on  llie  23d  day  of  April.  lS(3: 
am  ihirCy-xne  years  cf  sgc:  was  marriM]  to  my  pfcscnt  wif«  last  Oc- 
tober; have  no  children,  nor  do  I  wish  any.  (or  the  lefptcy  thai  I 
should  leave  ihem  would  not  be  of  a  very  desirable  characicr — thai 
which  Cain  left  hi*  deteendaiit*.  By  trade  I  am  ,i  painler:  worked 
at  my  Irade  in  Kaiisas  Cily  (or  several  years  before  I  came  down  lo 
Ihiit  place:  met  Winner  lait  May;  wc  were  a  Kootl  deal  toflxther.  He 
proposed  several  ways  by  which  we  could  make  some  of  that  dcsir- 
ahle  snide — money,  but  t  would  not  listen  to  him.  as  f  was  afraid  to 
bring  disgrace  upon  my  family.  Among  other  things  lie  proposed 
that  we  should  ofganiec  a  band  of  haiidirx,  .nnd  go  over  the  country, 
ptundcrinti  antl  njljljing.  He  related  to  me  some  of  the  most  dia- 
bolieal  crimes  that  I  had  ever  heard,  saying  that  he  was  the  aulhor 
and  that  he  had  never  been  under  any  inconvenience  with  llic  law; 
(hat  the  law  was  a  farce,  aad  a  man  with  common-sens<;  and  a  little 
chctk  could  ckidc  and  defy  it  at  pleasure.  But  I  would  not  go  in 
with  him;  I  told  him  1  wa?  no  rojinc.  and  would  not  be  one  for  any 
amount  of  money.  He  langhed  at  me.  and  called  me  chicken-hearted. 
At  laal.  towards  the  cloM  of  September  he  proposed  to  mc  Uic  crime 
that  wai  perpetrated  here  last  December.  I  would  not  U«ten  to  hitn 
at  first;  bwi  Anally,  in  an  evil  moment.  I  allowed  him  to  talk  it  np 
lo  me.  and  he  painted  it  tn  such  glowing  and  sure  ciilorii  thai  I  began 
to  feel  interested  in  it.  and  after  awhile  was  carried  away  with  the 
intoxicating  thought  that  1  might  yet  be  worth  some  money,  and  not 
have  to  be  a  dog  atl  my  life.  We  talked  up  the  best  mode  for  the 
accomplishment  of  our  object.  1  had  my  life  injured  in  the  sum  of 
$5,000;  but  as  it  wouU  not  b«  paid  unless  to  some  near  relative  and  one 
whom  wc  could  tnist.  it  wa*  decided  that  1  had  better  marry  the 
woman  with  whom  I  was  then  living,  and  we  would  be  sure  of  not 
losing  what   wc  committed  cttmc  for.     Il  took  us  a  long  lime  to 
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decide  where  we  cnuld  best  accomplish  our  olijccl.  At  first  it  wju 
decided  that  Kansas  City  would  be  ilic  best  place,  and  we  even  went 
so  lar  as  lu  engage  a  sltirc  on  Main  Street,  wlirrc  wc  could  liang 
out  our  sign  ;i&  painttTs,  and  by  thU  means  be  enabled  to  have  on 
band  a  Urge  stock  oi  oils  without  atlractini!  <jt  cxcitinit  suspicion. 
Bui  one  day.  an  unlueky  day  for  us  both.  Winner  »aid  that  he  had 
fniind  a  niiich  better  jxlace,  a  city  where  wc  cnulfl  execute  our  plans 
in  diiyli|{hi  without  being  buthcicd  with  the  law;  a  plac^:  where  men 
were  killed  every  clay  in  the  week,  and  that  place  was  Wichita.  He 
»howed  mc  several  pieces  in  the  iievir>pai>cri  abuut  murders  that  had 
been  committed,  and  in  them  it  staled  that  ihe  offenders  were  allowed 
their  liberty.  We  came  down  to  ihi:i  place  and  opened  otii  our  shop 
in  a  imall  (ramc  building  on  Main  Street,  over  a  millinery  .ilio)).  We 
worked  at  our  trade  lor  a  nunili>er  uf  weeks  and  built  tip  quite  a 
business.  1  tried  to  persuade  Winner  to  give  it  up,  but  he  would  not 
Not  knowing  who  wv  could  get  for  our  victim  delayed  us  for  a  long 
time;  a  citizen  of  Wichita  would  not  do.  as  it  would  create  such  a 
sensation  that  some  of  the  iacH  might  come  out  .M  last  Winiiet 
went  to  Kansas  City,  saying  that  he  had  a  friend  who  wa.t  lookinu 
for  a  job,  and  would  bring  him  home  and  ii^e  him,  and  that  wc  eould 
finish  him  up  the  same  night.  He  wa»  gone  ubuut  a  week,  and  said  that 
he  had  made  artHngentcnts  with  a  painter  by  Ihe  name  of  Sevier,  to 
come  down  and  work  for  ihent,  and  that  he  would  be  down  the  next 
cvcnini(.  I  went  lo  the  depot  to  meet  him.  but  he  did  not  come.  We 
received  a  letter  next  day.  slating  that  he  had  no  money,  and  the 
pass  that  Winner  gave  hjm  would  not  answer.  Wc  sent  him  the 
money  by  mail,  and  for  fear  that  he  would  not  get  it,  telegraphed 
also.  He  came  down  on  the  ia.jo  train  next  evening.  Winner  met 
him  at  the  depot,  and  brought  him  up  to  our  room,  where  he  tkpl. 
At  this  time  we  had  about  thirty  gallons  of  benzine  and  twenty  liallons 
of  coal  oil,  together  with  a  large  amount  of  oils.  Sevier  appeared 
l»ke  a  very  clever,  good-hearted  fellow.  My  heart  failed  uie  so  that 
I  could  do  nothing,  but  Winner  was  in  his  element;  he  knew  just  how 
to  do  everything,  and  do  it  well.  Wc  began  to  prepare  bim  for  death 
by  giving  him  brandy  to  drink,  of  which  wc  had  a  large  supidy. 
After  he  had  drank  about  a  quart  we  mixed  ether  with  the  rest,  as 
it  would  not  leave  any  deposit  in  the  stomach.  When  he  was  so 
thoroughly  unconscious  that  he  could  do  nothing,  we  were  prepared 
to  do  the  bloody  work  which  Winner's  hands  itched  lo  perform 
Winner  poured  down  Sevier's  throat  about  a  pint  of  ether  which  he 
had  bronitht  from  Kantas  Cily.  We  then  placed  bis  head  in  an  iron 
pot  filled  with  benzine,  and  set  fire  to  it.  Wc  watched  him  a>  his 
head  began  to  simmer  and  eraekte  like  burning  meal,  but  as  he  was 
unconscious,  I  do  not  think  he  felt  any  pain.  When  his  features  were 
burned  and  disfigured  beyond  recognition  wc  laid  him  in  the  bed, 
which  was  saturated  and  drippine  with  oil.  Our  next  operation  wax 
to  fix  up   Winner  so  that  it  would  give  the  public  the  impression 
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tluil  some  one  had  tried  to  murder  him  At  well  as  myself.  I  took  a 
bunch  of  flesh  tclwccii  my  thumb  uid  finger  and  run  the  bUdc  o(  a 
pair  oE  scissors  through  and  cut  it  ojicn;  wc  tlicn  o;)cncd  one  of 
Sevier's  veins  and  took  out  about  a  <iuart  of  blood,  which  Winner 
Bprcad  over  him»clf,  and  thus  made  himself  look  as  though  he  had 
lost  a  ureal  deal  ol  blood.  I  then  look  mj  departure,  leavinjt  my 
vest  and  empty  pockct-bouk  at  the  back  of  ihc  shop,  and  left  on  the 
train  for  Atchinon.  and  from  ihcre  went  In  Missouri.  I  escaped 
detection  on  Ihc  train  by  HdinR  between  the  baggage  car  and  locomn- 
tivc.  Ever  since  then  I  have  been  in  Missouri.  I  knew  nothing 
about  the  dcvetopmrnts  until  two  days  before  my  arrest,  when  [  read 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  in  Hk  Journal  of  Cirmmtree.  I  do  no!  know 
what  Winner  did  after  I  left,  but  am  sure  he  must  have  acted  bis  part 
well,  as  he  is  a  mont  accomplished  rogue. 

This  is  all  t  know  ol  the  affair.  I  tried  my  best  to  pcrsundc  Winner 
to  give  u|)  the  thought  of  the  crime,  but  coutd  not  succeed.  I  told 
bim  it  would  not  succeed,  especially  at  Wichita,  for  the  oflicers  arc 
too  sharp  and  vigilant,  more  so  than  any  other  cily  I  know  of  in  the 
WeiL    1  don't  know  how  the  officers  found  out  where  1  was. 

J.  W.  McNUTT. 


COUNT  POMMERAIS  AND  MADAME  PAUW. 

In  reasoning  from  circumatantial  evidence,  increased  cogency 
is  often  given  to  tlic  general  wciglit  of  evidence  by  tlic  con- 
spicuous presence  of  an  urgent  motive  for  crime.  A  very 
interesting  illustration  is  furnished  in  tlit  trial,  in  France,  of  tlie 
Count  dc  !a  Pommcrais  for  the  murder  of  Madame  Pauw.  It 
appeared  that  Madame  Pauw  had  been  left  a  widow  in  1859, 
willi  three  children,  llie  priEOncr  was  a  physician  who  knew 
and  attended  her  husband.  Madame  Pauw  became  the  pris- 
oner's mistress  up  to  the  time  of  his  marriage  in  i860  with 
Mademoiselle  Diibizy,  In  June,  1863,  the  prisoner  proposed 
to  the  deceased  to  organize  a  fraud  on  six  French  and  two 
English  life  insurance  companies,  by  insuring  the  ]ife  of  the 
deceased,  and  then,  on  her  simulating  illness,  by  inducing  the 
insurance  companies  to  exchange  the  poHcies  for  annuities. 
Insurances  were  accordingly  effected  for  550,000  francs,  for 
■which  tlie  [policies  were  made  transferable  by  endorsement. 
Tl»e  j)risoner  advanced  the  premiums,  having  the  policies 
transferred  by  Madame  Pauw  to  himself  by  deed,  and  a  will 
made  by  her  in  his  own  favor.  The  motive,  of  course,  alleged 
for  the  murder  of  the  deceased  was,  that  by  her  death  the  pris- 
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Oner  would  come  into  immediate  possession  of  the  550,000 
francs,  and  be  relieved  from  wliat  was  possibly  an  inconvenient 
connection.  The  prisoner  induced  Madame  Pauw  to  feign 
illness;  and  it  was  alleged  in  tlie  arte  ifacciuatioH  that  in 
November,  1863.  he  administered  digilalis.  Dr.  Gaudinot  was 
called  in,  and  was  lold  she  had  fallen  duwu-alairs.  Tliis  was 
contradicted  at  the  trial  by  Madame  Pauw's  children.  Madame 
Pauw  died,  Drs.  Tardicu  and  Roussin  were  charged  by  Ihc 
Court  to  make  a  posi-moriem  examination.  They  made  sev- 
eral experiments,  and  in  their  official  report  concluded  that 
the  deceased  had  died  by  poison.  Dr.  Roussin  thought  the 
poison  was  digitalis,  of  which  the  prisoner  had  large  quanti- 
ties in  his  possession.  It  was  alleged  tluit  the  prisoner  well 
knew  that  digitalis  leaves  no  traces.  In  the  course  of  the 
experiments,  digitalis  was  tried  on  dogs  and  cats,  and  Uiey 
died  in  the  same  way  as  other  animals  to  which  expectorated 
matter  and  contents  of  (he  digestive  tube  of  the  deceased  had 
been  administered.  Dr.  Herbert,  on  the  contrarj-,  thought 
that  the  fact  of  the  floor  of  the  deceased's  room,  which  had 
contained  matter  in  a  state  of  putrefaction,  having  been  re- 
cently scraped,  was  sufficient  to  account  for  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  death.  It  appeared  that  the  prisoner  had  spoken 
freely  to  severid  witnesses  about  the  contemplated  fraud  on 
the  insurance  companies.  Now,  if  this  fraud  had  been  seri- 
ously contemplated,  or  actually  completed,  and  the  prisoner 
was  in  the  way  of  being  put  in  the  receipt  of  an  income  during 
Madanie  Pauw's  life,  instead  of  the  expectation  of  a  Uimp-sum 
at  her  death,  the  motive,  of  course,  would  have  been  all  the 
other  way.  It  was  the  prisoner's  object  to  show  thai  be  did  so 
Sfliously  intend  to  carry  out  this  fraud  up  to  the  last.  And 
the  case  is  almost  unique  in  exhibiting  a  prisoner  laboring 
to  prove  his  innocence  of  one  crime  by  proving  his  complicity 
in  another  only  a  few  degrees  less  abominable.  Some  of  his 
statements  were  inconsistent  with  manifest  facts;  some — such 
as  his  assertion  that  he  paid  the  deceased  an  annuity  of  iioo— 
suicidal  to  his  own  professed  motives.  The  result  was  his  con- 
viction and  execution.  In  this  case  the  evidence  was,  oa 
other  grounds,  just  of  that  uncertain  deacriplion  which  makes 
evidence  of  efficient  motive  all-important.     The  defense,  cer- 
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tainly,  was  most  plausible  and  ingenious,  and  if  concerted  con- 
tempo  raucously  willi  the  crime,  showed  a.  nurvcllous  foresight 
ami  sagacity.  For  there  were  three  courses  left  to  tlic  jur)': 
the  prisoner  might  have  been  proved  guilty  of  no  crime  at 
all;  or  of  attempted  fraud,  and  not  of  the  murder;  or  of  the 
imirder  and  not  the  attempted  fraud.  A  distinct  conceplion 
of  the  several  motives  likely  to  he  present  on  each  successive 
hypothesis,  was  the  most  critical  part  of  the  investigation. 

THE  HARTUNG  CRIME.* 

Bernard  Hartung  was  a  merchiut  at  MaRdebnrg  in  the  be- 
ginning of  1853,  and  was  well  knnwn  for  his  cultivation  and  his 
apparent  business  success.  He  had  been  three  times  married, 
and  was  now  Uving  in  much  comfnrt,  though  in  point  of  fact 
laboring  under  great  pecuniary  embarrassment,  with  a  wife  to 
whom  he  was  undoubtedly  much  attached.  Coming  home, 
one  evening',  hv  found  his  aunt  (his  mother's  sister).  Kmma 
Schrot'der,  an  uniiiarrled  womaji  (if  about  forty,  spending  the 
evening  with  his  wife.  Tea  was  over,  and  after  a  httle  pleasant 
and  cheerful  conversation,  in  which  they  urgc<l  him  to  sit  down 
to  the  table  and  cat,  he  got  uj),  saying  he  had  to  go  out  for  a 
few  minutes,  but  would  soon  be  back.  He  returned  with  some 
cakes  in  his  hand  (haisers),  of  a  kind  of  which  he  knew  his  aunt 
was  particidarly  fond.  With  a  smile  on  his.  face  he  called  for 
two  dessert  plates,  and  put  a  cake  on  each,  one  of  which  he 
placed  directly  opposite  his  wife,  and  the  wher  to  his  aunt. 
Tile  latter  tasted  hers  first,  and  remarked  upon  something 
gritty,  when  the  wife  offered  to  change  with  her,  which,  how- 
ever, she  laughingly  declined.  At  ten  o'clock  the  aunt  re- 
turned home,  and  at  midnight  was  seized  with  violent  pains. 
At  dawn  a  physician  was  called  in,  who  could  do  nothing  more 
than  speak  of  the  improbabilities  of  recovery.  Hartung  was 
sefrt  for,  but  apiwrcntly  questioning  the  rcaUty  of  the  d.ingcr, 
he  went  down  to  his  counting-room,  making  his  partner's 
absence  the  ground  of  excuse.  At  three  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon, however,  the  condition  of  the  suffeivir  was  much  worse: 
her  breath  became  lighter;  she  had  fallen  into  a  comatose 
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condition,  from  which  it  was  impossible  to  arouse  her,  and  this 
news  being  sent  to  him^  he  at  last  liastencd  to  her  hcdsicic. 
She  was  dead,  having  sunk  away  in  perfect  calmness.  He  at 
first  was  overcome  with  a  paroxysm  of  grief,  and  it  was  some 
time  before  he  recovered  sufficiently  to  enable  him  to  inquire 
into  the  circimi stances  of  her  illness.  The  nurse  menlioned 
casually  the  cake  which  the  deceased  had  eaten  the  previous 
night,  which,  during  her  illness,  she  had  said  she  feared  was 
not  entirely  right  Hartung  did  not  move  a  single  muscle. 
The  nurse  repeated  the  entire  remark  of  the  deceased:  "Per- 
haps that  cake  was  not  quite  right,  [wrhaps  it  was  poisoned." 
Hartung  smiled  compassionately  and  said,  "  She  was  raving." 
So.  indeed,  all  the  bystanders  thought.  He  then  proceeded  to 
examine  into  her  effects.  She  was  in  poor  circumstances, 
supporting  herself  in  part  by  music  teaching,  and  hut  a  few 
hundred  dollars  were  found,  which  were  divided  equally  be- 
tween Hartung  and  his  two  sisters,  they  being  the  heirs-at-law. 
The  funeral  was  ordered  in  some  haste,  but  this  was  attributed 
by  Hartung  to  tlie  illness  of  a  daughter  of  a  lady  lodging  in 
the  same  house-  In  the  mean  time  the  dying  statements  of 
tlie  deceased  began  to  be  noised  about,  and  public  suspicion 
rose  so  high  that  in  a  few  days  Hartimg  was  arrested.  He 
opposed  a  bold  and  determined  front  to  the  officers,  and  indig- 
nantly demanded  his  discharge.  He  fell  into  the  hands  of  a 
police  m^strate  distinguished  for  his  tact  and  experience, 
and  it  was  then  tliat  a  scene  took  place  so  character! stic  of  the 
present  method  of  German  procedure,  that  we  translate  it  in 
full  from  the  official  report. 

It  was  evening.  Two  lights,  standing  in  the  center  of  the 
grc«n-covcred  table,  lighted  the  office  sufficiently  to  enable 
cvcrytliing  in  it  to  be  seen.  Hartung  did  not  know  the  magis- 
trate, They  saluted  each  other,  and  the  magistrate,  looking  at 
him  calmly  but  firmly  in  the  eye,  stated  to  him  the  nature  of 
the  charge  as  to  which  he  was  about  to  be  examined.  Har- 
tung was  unacquainted  with  the  searching  nature  of  the  pro- 
cess to  which  he  was  about  to  be  subjected,  and  found  its 
solemnity  and  pointcdncss  not  a  little  oppressive.  The  quiet 
calmness  with  which  the  magistrate  enumerated  to  him 
tlic  several  grounds  of  suspicion  threw  him  at  last  into  a 
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confusion  irom  which  he  was  unable  to  rally.  The  magistrate 
watched  him  narrowly,  and  then  laid  before  him  in  a  very  lew 
words  the  only  means  by  which  he  could  escape  from  the  dis- 
tressing incertitude  into  which  he  was  placed— viz.:  by  a  trtt 
and  n[>en  confession  to  place  himself  right  before  Gnd  and 
man.  Hartung  sank  under  this  new  appeal,  lie  could  no 
longer  retain  his  former  threatening  bearing,  and  he  suddenly 
Inrnctl  and  asked.  "  To  whom  havr  !  the  honor  to  speak?  " 
The  answer  paralyzed  him  still  more,  tor  it  gave  the  name  of 
an  ofHccT  famous  in  the  detection  of  crime  and  for  his  skillful 
treatment  of  the  accused.  He  asked  for  a  private  interview, 
when  the  magistrate  continued  to  inquire  whether  he  was  con- 
scious of  guilt.  "  In  part,  in  part,"  was  the  agonized  reply. 
"  A  partial  guilt  is  impossible  here,"  said  the  magistrate, 
calmly.  "  Are  you  guihy  of  your  aunt's  death,  or  are  you  not 
guilty?"  The  reply  was,  "  Guilty."  and  the  magistrate  seized 
this  moment  of 'f>aroxysm  to  draw  forth  a  full  confession.  "  If 
you  confess  that  you  poisoned  your  aunt,  you  must  give  your 
reasons."  Hartung  shuddered;  his  pride  could  hardly  bear 
this  strain.  "  Was  it  your  intention  to  destroy  your  aunt  by 
poison?"  "Yes,  that  was  my  object."  "Was  your  motive 
hatred?"  "No."  "Did  you  expect  to  gain  anything?" 
Hartung  shuddered  again,  and  it  was  ^^^^h  difficulty  that  at  last 
he  rqjlicd.  "Whatever  mone>-  my  aunt  left.  I  have  secured;  it 
fell  to  me  as  rightful  heir."  He  then  went  on  to  excuse  him- 
self on  the  ground  that  his  aunt  was  about  to  make  a  match 
witli  a  person  far  her  junior  in  years,  whose  object,  evidently, 
was  to  obtain  the  little  property  of  which  she  was  possessed. 
He  then  went  on  to  explain  how  be  had  effected  the  poisoning, 
which  was  by  mixing  arsenic  with  the  sugar  on  the  cake. 

Tlie  next  step  was  to  fortify  this  confession  by  the  examina- 
tion of  the  corpse.  The  body  seemed  entirely  unchanged,  and 
all  expression  of  pain  was  drawn  from  the  countenance  by  the 
calm  which  succeeds  death.  Hartung  was  brought  to  view  the 
body,  and  with  the  exception  of  a  slight  recoil,  retained  entire 
composure.  The  piist^moriem  gave  the  most  unmistakable  evi- 
dence of  the  pres«mcc  of  arsenic.  In  the  examination  of  Har- 
tung's  bouse,  similar  traces  were  discovered.  An  amount  of 
pure  arsenic  was  found  which  was  enough  to  poison  lialf  a  city. 
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Of  this,  however,  Hartung  dented  all  laiuwtc<lg«.  The  only 
answer  he  would  give  waft  that  it  was  the  refuse  of  what  he  had 
wanted  in  the  store,  and  tliat  it  had  been  cast  away  there  and 
forgotten.  And  at  the  close  of  the  primary  hearings,  he  sol- 
cnrnly  pui^ed  himself  of  having  been  concerned  in  any  prior 
similar  violations  of  the  law. 

The  suspicions,  however,  that  had  been  excited  against  him 
now  began  to  extend  over  a  wider  field.  Cases  of  prior  sudden 
death  were  enumerated  within  the  circle  of  his  inmicdiiitc  influ- 
ence, and  the  following  remarkable  facts  were  brought  to  light, 
connecting  him  nnmistaUahiy  with  the  poisoning  of  his  second 
wife  under  the  following  circumstances: 

In  1850,  Marie  Braconier,  to  whom  he  had  shortly  before 
been  married,  and  who  was  then  in  the  freshness  and  fulness  of 
early  wunianhood,  told  one  of  her  own  female  friends  that  she 
was  troubled  witli  an  anxious  pre-sciitimcnt  arising  from  her 
husband,  wiut  was  then  much  embarrassed  in  his  circum- 
stances, pressing  her  to  consent  to  have  her  lite  insured,  llcr 
feelings  of  dread  arose  not  from  suspicion,  but  from  an  unwill- 
ingness to  unite  in  3  step  which  she  could  scarcely  understand, 
and  which  was  necessarily  beset  with  gloomy  associations. 
She  yielded,  however,  but  scarcely  had  she  done  so,  when,  on 
a  visit  to  her  mother,  she  was  attacked,  immediately  on  leav- 
ing her  husband's  house,  with  symptoms  which  were  attributed 
to  the  then  prevailing  epidemic  of  cholera.  Her  strong  con- 
stitution, however,  surmounted  the  attack,  and  after  a  few 
days  she  relumed  home.  Scarcely  had  she  got  Ihi^re  when 
Hartung  was  seized,  or  pretended  to  lie  seized,  with  the  prc- 
monitories  of  the  epidemic,  manifesting  great  (ear,  resorting 
to  every  palliative  in  his  power,  and  finally  yielding  to  her 
anxious  entreaties  to  be  put  to  bed.  His  wife  devoted  her- 
self to  him,  never  leaving  his  side,  and  it  consequently  (ell  to 
her  lot  to  administer  to  him  a  broth  which  he  induced  her  lo 
join  witli  him  in  drinking.  Of  what  t«nk  place  then  there  was 
no  evidence,  as  they  were  alone,  except  that  a  few  hours  after- 
wards she  was  seized  with  violent  pains,  which  shortly  after 
ended  in  her  death.  At  first  no  suspicion  arose.  The  attend- 
ing physician,  Dr.  Niemann,  signed  the  usual  certificate  that  the 
death  was  occasioned  by  .Asiatic  cholera.     The  insurance  com- 
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pany;  however,  wliich  was  so  closely  affected  by  her  death, 
began  naturaJly  enough  to  fee!  some  curiosity  whai  called  upon 
to  pay.  This  was  increased  by  the  extraordinary  activity  with 
which  Hartung  pressed  for  the  payment  A  voluminous  cor- 
respondence ensued,  in  which  the  company  called  for  a  pal- 
Mtortcm  examination,  wiiich,  however,  he  verj-  artfully  succeeded 
in  avoiding.  At  last,  by  threats,  on  one  hand,  of  exponure  of 
a  corporation  which  was  willing  to  receive  premiums,  but  not 
to  pay  losses,  and  partly  by  an  appeal  to  his  own  desolate 
situation  after  all  his  great  losses,  he  succeeded  tn  obtaining 
payment  in  full. 

The  examination  into  the  causes  of  the  aunt's  death,  how- 
ever, led  to  a  reconsideration  of  the  case  of  the  wife.  The 
exhumation  of  her  remains  was  at  last  determined  on.  A 
commission  was  constructed  for  the  purpo<ies  of  a  ffost-morlem 
examination,  on  which  were  placed  eminent  medical  experts, 
among  whom  was  the  physician  who  had  attended  tlie  deceased 
in  her  last  moments.  Twenty  months  had  elapsed  since  death, 
but  the  degree  of  prescr\-ation  was  such  as  to  leave  no  ([iicstion 
of  identity.  Tlie  result  of  the  chemical  examination  was  de- 
cisive. An  amount  of  arsenic  was  found  in  the  stonuch 
abundantly  enough  to  have  caused  her  death.  Strong  circum- 
stantial evidence  also  existed,  showing  the  cause  of  the  \vife's 
first  sickness  to  have  been  the  same  as  her  last.  When  these 
facts  were  mentioned  to  Hartung,  he  replied  merely  by  pro- 
testing against  the  prejudice  that  had  been  excited  against 
him,  but  denying  all  agency  in  his  wife's  death. 

In  March,  1853,  his  trial  came  on  in  Magdeburg,  when,  to 
the  surprise  of  all.  he  pleaded  not  guilty  to  his  aunt's  murder, 
and  maintained  that  his  confession  to  the  police  magistrate  was 
dictated  by  the  desire  only  to  get  rid  of  a  harassing  and  pro- 
tracted examinaiion,  and  to  bring  on  a  speedy  trial.  The 
result  was.  however,  unavoidable.  He  was  convicted  of  his 
aunt's  murder,  and  was  finally  executed.  Before  his  execution 
he  made  a  full  confession  of  having  poisoned  both  bis  aunt 
and  Ills  wife. 


440 


HOMICIDE. 


KATHERINE  GING,  THE  DUPE  AND  VICTIM  OF  HARRY 

HAYWARD. 

In  the  city  of  Minneapolis,  at  the  comer  of  Tliirteenth  Street 
and  Hennepin  Avenue,  there  is  an  apartment  building  of 
somewhat  pretentions  site  and  appearance  known  as  the 
Ozark  Flats.  It  is,  or  was,  the  property  of  W.  W.  Hayward,  a 
gentleman  of  wealtli,  who  resided  in  the  building  with  his  fam- 
ily, consisting  of  his  wife  aiid  his  two  s«jns,  Adry  A.  and  Harry 
T.  Hayward.  The  elder  son.  Adry,  was  married,  and  with  his 
family  occupied  apartments  near  his  father's.  At  the  time 
of  the  tragic  occurrence  of  which  wc  write,  December,  1894, 
Harry,  the  younger  son,  was  29  years  of  -age,  and  was  known 
as  a  "  fast "  young  man,  who  was  recognized  by  if  not  actually 
admitted  to  the  belter  class  of  society.  He  was  strongly  ad- 
dicted to  gambling  and  played  whenever  he  could  obtain  funds 
(or  the  purpose.  His  father  had  started  him  in  life  with  a 
handsome  property,  both  real  ajid  personal,  all  of  which  was 
lost  in  gambling  ventures.  In  personal  appearance  he  was  of 
excellent  physique,  nearly  six  foet  in  height,  well  propor- 
tioned, erect  figure,  fair  complexion,  and  of  attractive  manners. 
tt  was  an  easy  matter  for  such  as  he  to  win  the  admiration, 
and  eventually  the  absolute  confidence,  of  a  rather  common- 
place but  ambitious  young  woma*),  Miss  Katherine  Ging,  a 
dressmaker,  who  was  about  his  own  age,  tall,  and  altliough 
of  mxiculinc  type  was  passably  good-looking.  She  occupied 
business  parlors  in  what  is  known  as  the  Syndicate  Block, 
Minneapolis,  where  she  had  built  up  a  profitable  business 
through  her  thrift  and  iiidusin,',  and  was  reputed  to  have 
accumulated  a  few  thousand  dollars,  which  she  had  placed  at 
interest.  She  resided  in  the  Ozark  Flats,  where  she  had  apart* 
mcnts  with  her  niece.  Miss  Ireland. 

On  November  23d.  i8<>4.  Miss  Ging  called  at  the  Minne- 
apolis agency  of  the  Travelers  Insurance  Company  of  Hart- 
ford. Conn.,  and  inquired  for  Mr.  Purple,  an  agent  of  the 
company,  with  whom  she  was  acquainted.  Agent  Purple  being 
teni[)onirily  absent  from  the  office,  an  appointment  was  made 
with  Miss  Ging  for  htm  to  call  at  her  dressmaking  shop  on 
the  afternoon  of  the  same  day.  Agent  Purple  called  agree- 
ably  to  the  appointment,  and   was  infonned  by    Miss  Ging 
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that  she  had  decided  to  take  out  some  accident  insurance,  and 
the  ageot  took  her  application  for  what  is  known  as  aii  annuity 
acci<lcnt  policy,  in  the  sum  of  $Sjooo.  The  pohcy  was  deliv- 
ered to  her  that  evening,  for  which  she  gave  lier  clieck  4li 
payment  of  premium.  The  next  day  Agent  Purple  saw  her 
again  and  explained  that  llie  policy  was  payable.  $1,000  upon 
proofs  of  death,  and  $1,000  annually  thereafter  during  four 
years.  She  then  told  him  that  she  intended  to  borrow  $7,000, 
and  wanted  to  use  tlie  policy  as  collateral  security  Uir  the 
loan.  Tlie  agent  suggested  that  a  policy  paying  tlie  entire 
sum  at  one  time  would  be  better  for  that  puriiose.  and  so  a 
new  application  was  taken  and  a  new  policy  written,  dated 
November  24th,  [894,  and  was  delivered  by  Agent  Purple  to 
Miss  Ging  at  her  room  the  next  day,  November  25th,  at 
which  lime  Harry  Hayward  was  present.  Three  or  four  days 
later  Hayward  came  to  tfie  oflice  of  the  insurance  agent,  hav- 
ing with  him  the  accident  policy  recently  written  ujion  Miss 
Ging,  together  with  a  recent  policy  upon  her  life  written  by  the 
New  York  Life  Insurance  Company.  He  also  had  assign- 
ments of  both  policies  made  by  Miss  Ging  to  himself.  The 
assignments  were  in  dnplicate,  and  he  left  one  to  Ixr  forwarded 
tu  the  home  office  of  the  Travelers. 

Ten  days  after  tliis  insurance  was  written,  at  about  h.i]f-past 
8  o'clock  on  the  evening  of  December  jd,  1894.  the  dead  btnly 
of  Katherine  Ging  was  discovered  in  a  lonely  part  of  a  road 
running  through  a  tnmarack  swamp  within  tlie  park  system 
lying  on  the  outskirts  of  Minneapolis,  and  near  tlie  eastern 
shore  of  a  sheet  of  water  known  as  Lake  Calhoun.  A  young 
man,  a  railway  employ^,  was  returning  home  that  night, 
having  taken  a  street  railway  car,  which  brought  him  to  the 
road  in  question  and  to  a  point  within  about  fifty  y.irds  of 
where  the  body  lay  tfiat  evening.  When  lie  first  got  wff  the 
car  he  heard  a  carriage  cnming  through  the  marsh  roatl.  but 
could  see  nothing.  Walking  on,  lie  met  a  running  horse  with 
top-buggy.  He  stepped  to  one  side,  thinkin(r  the  driver  was 
going  pretty  fast,  but  paid  no  further  attention  to  the  matter 
and  proceeded  in  tlie  direction  of  his  house,  wlien  he  very  nearly 
stei>pe*I  upon  the  dead  body  of  a  woman  lying  in  the  center 
of  the  road.      He  went   directly  home,  obtained   assistance. 
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and  returned  to  the  place,  wlien  it  was  observed  that  the  body 
was  lying  partly  an  its  side  and  partly  on  il*  (ace.  A  carriage 
r<»bc  of  fur  was  lying  tumbled  up  abuut  itie  body.  The  body 
Was  warm.  It  was  supposc<l  that  a  carri^u  accident  had  hap- 
pened, and  a  physician  was  summoned.  In  the  mean  time  a 
patt^il-wagon  and  police  officers  arrived  at  the  place.  The 
woman  being  pronounced  dead,  the  body  was  at  once  taken 
to  the  morgue,  where  it  was  more  critically  examined  and  a 
pistol-shot  wonnd  of  the  head  was  disc«>vcrcd,  the  bullet  hav- 
ing entered  at  tlic  back  of  the  right  ear.  and  i>assing  through 
the  brain  had  lodged  in  the  left  orbit.  Up  to  that  time  no 
one  had  idcntifieJ  the  body. 

At  about  9  o'clock  tliat  night  a  horse  and  buggy  without  a 
driver  came  into  the  livery-  stable  of  George  Goossman.  The 
horse  belonged  there,  and  the  fact  of  its  walking  in  alone 
attracted  no  attention  at  the  time.  The  man  in  charge  unhar- 
nessed and  took  the  horse  to  its  stable.  On  returning  to  the 
'"'ggj'  ^'^  found  that  the  robe  was  missing,  antl  that  there  was 
a  pool  of  clotted  blood  upon  the  cushioned  seat.  He  sum- 
moned assistance,  and  police  headquarters  were  called  up  by 
telephone.  It  was  soon  learned  that  Kathcrinc  Ging  had  hired 
this  livery  horse  that  evening,  and  the  body  lying  in  the 
morgue  was  soon  afler  quickly  identified.  Miss  Ging  had 
engaged  this  team  of  the  carriage  agent  of  the  West  Hotel, 
whom  she  knew  and  who  lived  at  the  Orark  Flats.  She  had 
previously  driven  this  particular  horse,  which  was  gentle  and 
quiet,  and  had  ordered  it  for  7  o'clock  that  evening,  to  call 
for  it  at  the  West  Hotel.  She  was  at  the  hotel  promptly,  got 
into  the  buggy  and  drove  off. 

A  careful,  searching,  and  exhaustive  investigation  was 
quickly  set  on  foot,  and  the  mayor  of  the  city,  Hon.  W.  H. 
Eustis,  gave  his  personal  and  most  valuable  efforts  to  solve 
the  mystery  of  what  appeared  to  be  a  most  unaccountable 
murder.  Susi)icion  quickly  ])ointed  out  Harry  Hayward  as 
the  person  most  intimately  acquainted  with  the  nturdercd 
woman  and  best  informed  as  to  her  social  relations,  her 
habits,  and  her  business  dealings.  Ai  first  Hayward  was  con- 
sultetl  in  rather  an  advisor\'  capaeity.  and  he  was  asked  to  give 
his  opinion  upon  the  several  theories  that  were  being  evolved. 
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With  the  utmost  composure,  and  ihomughly  setf-posscsscc), 
he  showcfl  a  willingness  and  a  desire  tu  fuMow  up  every  due, 
and  if  possible  hunl  down  tlic  pen>etrator  of  the  crime.  It 
was  clear,  from  the  start,  that  he  did  not  commit  the  deed, 
for  at  the  hour  of  its  occurrence  he  was  enjoying  himself  at 
the  Grand  Opera  House  in  the  company  of  an  estimable  young 
lady  whom  he  had  escorted  there.  Still,  he  was  regarded 
with  lurking  mistnist  early  in  the  case,  and  through  liis 
brother  Adry,  the  cvidcncw  of  crime  were  quickly  confronting 
him.  It  ap|>ears  that  the  Hayward  family  had  a  frioid  and 
legal  adviser  in  the  person  of  Mr.  L.  M.  Stewart,  a  wealthy 
gentleman  who  had  retired  from  the  active  practice  of  his 
pmfession  of  attorney -at-1  aw,  and  through  some  vague  in- 
stinct of  honesty  Atlry  Hayward  had  sought  this  friend  for 
advice.  The  circum.stanccs  may  best  be  related  in  the  fol- 
lowing letter  addrcs-sed  by  Mr.  Stewart  to  the  county  attorney: 

"Three  days  before  the  murder  of  Miss  Ging,  Adry  A.  Hayward, 

the  brother  oi  Harry,  came  into  my  office  very  greatly  excited  and 
lold  me  that  H»rry  and  a  conlederatc  were  going  to  murder  Mis» 
Ging  in  order  to  get  money  from  her  life  insurance,  and  he  lold  mc 
thai  Harry  pretended  to  have  loaned  her  the  money  and  had  man* 
aged  to  have  her  display  the  money  in  Urge  sums  in  several  pUccs, 
and  that  IJstry  had  also  displayed  Miss  Ging's  notes,  taken  also  to 
many  people,  at  also  lirr  life-insurance  policies,  and  Ihal  (.he  was  lo 
be  got  o\il  riding  and  kilkd  in  order  tu  get  thu  life-inxuntncc  money, 
which  lie  said  was  $io,ood.  In  fact,  he  stated  substantially  all  the 
particulars  as  they  have  occurred,  and  said  he  learned  them  from 
Harry,  and  as  1  said,  he  was  grcally  excited  and  wantrd  to  know 
what  could  be  doiie  to  prevent  it.  I  hiidn'l  the  least  belief  that  there 
was  any  foundation  for  his  (cars,  and  told  him  it  was  only  some  of 
Harry's  big  talk:  told  him  if  there  had  been  any  such  scheme  on  the 
part  of  Harry  he  certainly  would  not  be  such  a  fool  as  to  tell  of  iL 
But  he  seemed  perfectly  convinced  that  ibc  intention  to  murder  the 
girl  was  genuine,  and  said  ii  wa«  certainly  planned  and  would  be 
accompli)! bed  in  a  very  (ew  days.  I  repeated  tu  him  again  and  again 
that  while  Harry  ws*  wirkcil  he  was  not  a  lool,  and  that  he  cenainly 
would  not  have  given  himself  away  in  advance  in  thai  way  tf  there 
had  been  any  intention  to  perpetrate  such  a  crime.  But  he  did  not 
leem  to  doubt  the  genuineness  of  the  inlciided  murder.  I(  I  had  sup- 
posed there  was  the  most  remote  possibility  of  his  story,  or  rather 
belief,  being  founded  on  genuine  intention  to  commit  a  crime,  1  Miuuld 
have  advised  him  at  once  to  go  to  the  superintendent  of  police  and 
lay  the  matter  before  him;  bul  I  had  no  belief  whatever  in  its  being 
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anything  but  bluster  and  bluff  on  the  pari  of  Harry.  But  events 
proved  coDclusivcly  that  Adry  was  right,  1  knew  long  ago  that 
Harry  was  one  of  the  most  mendacious  liars  and  dishonest  rogues  t 
had  ever  seen,  but  I  had  no  idea  of  bis  being  such  a  criminal.  When 
Adry  came  into  my  office  lo  tell  rnc  the  above,  he  said  he  wanted 
to  talk  nith  me  confidentially.  Bui  CTimes  of  this  character  should 
be  promptly  punished  to  the  full  extent  of  the  law." 


This  letter  put  a  quietus  upon  all  investigatidri  in  other 
directions,  and  warrants  were  issued  for  the  arrest  of  buth 
Adry  and  Harry  Hayward.  Both  were  soon  in  custody,  but 
before  being  locked  up  Adry  was  fully  interrogated  upon  the 
points  indicated  in  tlie  foregxiing  letter.  Under  the  advice  of 
Mr.  Stewart,  he  consented  to  make  a  clean  breast  ol  it,  and 
he  related  to  the  officials  the  following  story.  He  subse- 
quently testified  to  the  same  facts  at  the  trial  of  his  brother 
Harry.  He  said  Harr>'  had  told  him  that  he  had  made  gam- 
bling investments  for  Miss  Ging,  sometimes  winning,  some- 
times losirtg.  Hcobtaincd  considerable  money  from  her  for  that 
purpose.  Some  time  during  the  month  of  July  previous  Harry 
told  him  that  he  had  Miss  Ging's  note  that  she  wanted  to  get 
discounted,  being  short  of  funds.  The  note  was  secured  by 
mortgage  upon  some  mill  property,  and  the  mill  was  insured. 
He  wanted  Atlry  to  go  with  him  to  Ihc  place  and  see  the 
miller.  Adry  declined  at  first,  but  finally  consented  and  went 
with  him,  driving  there  in  a  carriage.  On  arriving  at  the  place 
Harry  inquired  of  the  miller  about  getting  the  money  on  the 
notes,  and  failing  in  that  a.-ilccH  to  look  over  the  property. 
Adry  remained  in  the  carriage  while  Harry  went  into  the  mill. 
About  two  or  three  weeks  aflcnvard  tlic  mill  burned  dawn. 
Tlic  insurance  was  subsequently  paid.  About  two  months 
later,  in  September,  Harry  sounded  Adry  upon  the  subject 
of  killing  Miss  Ging,  asking  if  he,  Adry,  would  kill  a  woman 
for  $2,[X)0.  Harry  suggested  that  the  woman  could  be  very 
easily  shot,  tliat  he,  Harry,  could  drive  out  with  her  or  could 
have  her  taken  out.  and  that  nobody  would  suspect  them. 
Adry  declared  that  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  killing 
people,  but  Harry  recurred  to  the  subject  at  various  times 
and  spoke  of  employing  a  certain  Jiackman  for  the  purpose. 
He  detailed  several  plans  to  accomplish  his  murderous  pur- 
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pose.  One  was  to  take  the  girl  out  in  a  boat  anil  drown  her, 
but  he  feared  that  would  look  like  suicide  and  defeat  the  collec- 
tion of  the  insurance  money.  He  spoke  o(  driving  out  in  a 
bugg;)*  with  her,  and  wondered  how  she  would  fall  if  she 
-fttruck  a  bowliiw  by  tlie  roadsi<Io — whether  she  would  fall 
towards  the  bowlder  or  from  the  bowlder  when  she  struck. 
Later  on.  Harry  concludtxl  that  Adry  would  not  answer  his 
purpose  and  told  hiui  so.  declaring  that  he  had  no  ncr^-e,  bul 
he  had  now  found  the  rijjht  man.  who  had  nerve  and  who 
knew  enougli  to  keep  his  tiiouth  slmt.  He  said  the  man  was 
Claus  Blixt,  a  stationarj'  engineer  having  charge  of  the  engine 
at  the  Ozark  Flats.  A  few  days  later  Harrj-  exhibited  to 
Adry  a  package  of  bills,  saying  there  was  seven  thousatfd  dol- 
lars in  the  roll.  Itiny  said  in  the  presence  of  others  whom 
Adry  names,  that  he  was  going  to  invest  seven  thousand 
dollars  In  business  with  a  young  lady:  that  he  was  going  to 
take  out  insurance  upon  her  life  and  that  she  was  going  to 
give  him  lier  notes  secured  by  the  life  insurance.  At  a  later 
interview  Harry  informed  Adr>'  that  Miss  Ging  had  taken  a 
$5,000  life  policy  only,  instead  of  §7,000,  as  had  been  planned, 
but  she  had  remedied  the  defect  by  taking  a  $5,000  accident 
policy  also.  "And  now."  said  Harry.  "I  wilt  make  more 
money  than  1  had  intended  to;  I  will  make  the  notes  now  for 
the  full  amount  of  the  policies,  $iO;Ooa"  According  to  Adry's 
best  recollection,  about  the  22d  or  23d  of  November,  Harry 
wrote  the  notes  for  Miss  Ging  to  sign,  writing  them  in  Adry*» 
presence  and  on  his  lather's  desk.  There  were  three  or  four 
of  these  notes.  On  Friday,  the  day  after  Thanksgiving, 
Harrj-  said  to  his  brother  .\dry.  "I  was  coming  down  this 
morning  and  Bhxt  asked  me  if  it  was  not  time  to  sacrifice  the 
dressmaker."  Adry  replied,  "  Harry,  you  are  not  going  to 
kill  tliegiri.  are  you?"  "Yes.  wc  arc,"  he  says,  "she  will  have 
to  be  the  victim  this  time." 

Claus  Rlixt  was  taken  into  custody  and  locked  up  at  the 
police  station.  At  first  he  denied  any  knmvledge  of  the  matter, 
but  after  being  alone  awhile  in  his  eel!  hu  expressed  a  desire 
to  see  the  mayor  and  chief-ot-police.  They  went  to  him,  and 
to  ihein  the  miserable  wretch  expressed  a  desire  to  make  a 
truthful  confession  and  relieve  his  conscience  of  its  burden. 
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A  stenographer  was  called  in  and  every  word  was  duly  noted 
down.  Soon  the  whole  secret  was  disclosed,  and  the  perpe- 
trators of  the  crime  wwe  in  the  hands  of  the  law.  At  tlie 
trial  of  Flayward,  BHxl  became  an  important  witness,  aiid  his 
testimony  fwiien  divested  of  a  vast  amount  of  superfluous 
matter)  was  substantially  as  follows: 

"  My  EuH  name  is  Claus  Allrcd  Btixt,  a«c  41.  Iiorn  in  Sweden:  came 
to  thi*  country  about  i860;  have  lived  in  Minneapolis  about  eight  jn^ars; 
went  to  worit  for  W.  W.  Ilaywari)  in  April  U^t.  having  charge  ol 
live  steam  machinery  of  Oiark  Flats;  married,  and  reside  at  the  Onrk. 
1  finl  met  Harry  Hnyward  in  hii  father's  office.  After  I  started  in 
to  work  at  the  Ozark  I  saw  him  oekc  in  a  while  up  to  aboni  six  or 
seven  weeks  prior  to  my  arrest;  during  thnsir  week*  lie  wa*  down  in 
the  basement,  where  I  worked,  nio.tt  every  day.  It  was  my  duly  to 
run  the  elevator  at  noon  hours  and  in  the  i-vcnins  I  had  seen  Kath> 
erine  Ging  there;  w-as  not  acquainted  with  litr;  knew  her  by  sight, 
that  was  all.  About  a  week  or  so  before  this  alTair  occurred.  1  nccdct) 
a  throttle  valve,  and  1  ipoke  (o  Harry  about  it  and  he  iaid  come 
down  to  ihc  of^ce  [o-morrow  and  lie  would  go  with  me  and  buy  one. 
Next  day  W.  W.  Hayward  mid  me  lo  hurry  down  to  the  oHice 
because  Harry  was  waiting  for  me.  I  went  there  and  saw  Harry  sit- 
ting near  the  table  and  Misit  Ging  at  011c  end  of  the  table.  He  wa9 
writing  and  putting  up  some  papers,  and  he  told  her  thai  she  should 
sign  the  note  and  she  signed  it,  and  he  a.tked  me  to  sif^i  a«  witneac. 
There  were  two  bunches  oE  money  layinK  on  ihc  tabic.  After  I  had 
witnessed  the  note  he  told  her  to  lake  the  niimey  and  go  intu  the 
other  ri>om  and  count  it.  After  Miss  Uing  Idt  Harry  went  with  me 
and  bought  the  throttle  mlve  and  then  wc  went  In  the  Oiark.  In  the 
evening  he  came  to  the  Ozark  basement  and  said  lo  me.  rclerring  to 
Miss  Ging,  '  I  am  going  to  kill  her;  I  am  Roing  to  take  her  down '  or 
'  I  have  lakcn  her  down  already  to  uandiling.'  He  said  she  gambled 
as  high  A*  $1,000  and  even  bought  gri^en  goodx.  .Mid  now,  he  said, 
'  After  this  1  am  going  to  take  livr  10  ihc  restaurant  and  have  her 
show  this  money,  mid  then  t  will  remark.'  he  says,  'thai  she  ><  awlul 
ear«less  lo  show  so  imich  money,  and  that  she  will  be  robbed  and 
killed  for  it.'  Ife  said  thai  he  was  going  to  kill  her.  and  thnt  he 
thought  he  was  going  to  make  about  $ia,ooo  on  her.  During  the 
week  he  kept  on  telling  aic  how  he  had  taken  her  around  the  restau- 
rant, and  showing  $2,000.  setting  it  in  a  tumbler  beside  her  when  she 
Sle;  and  then  the  waiter  remarked  and  he  remarked  that  ihc  was 
awfully  careless  bccavsc  she  had  so  much  money  with  her  and  she 
might  get  killed  for  it.  and  he  took  her  over  to  St.  Pan!  and  had  her 
da  the  same  thing  over  there.  He  mtA  to  me  ihnt  she  wanted  to  marry 
him  and  that  he  had  promised  to  marry  her.  He  said  he  was  going 
to  get  her  to  aitign  Ihc  hfe  tnaunnc«  over  to  him  as  security  for 
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inon«y.  Then  he  Mid  to  one,  '  I  have  got  all  the  money  from  her. 
and  now  I  »m  going  to  luvc  licr  Mgn  t)ic  li(c  insurance  over  to  me 
and  then  kill  hci.'  The  witness  related  scvcnti  plans  which  Harry 
had  formed  for  killing  Miu  Ging.  In  all  ot  them  it  was  intended  lo 
hivc  the  turrounding  circtiiiisiaricui  such  as  lo  give  the  injuries  the 
appearance  of  having  been  effected  through  accidental  means,  or  else 
intentionally  inflicicd  (or  the  purpose  of  robbery.  Finally,  '  on  Mon- 
day evening.  December  jd.'  the  witneK.t  said.  '  Karry  came  to  the 
t>as«mcnt,  bringing  a  bottle  of  whiskey.'  He  said:  '  BHxt,  here  is 
some  whiskey.'     t  Kitd.  '  I   don't  want  any   whiskey;  I  don't  drink 

whiskey.'    '  Well/   he   said,   *  you  fool,  this  is   not  comnioii 

whiskey,  take  »omc  ol  it.'  1  drank  some  of  it  and  he  said.  '  I  atn 
Roing  out  to-night  and  I  want  you  to  help  me.  You  have  got  to  help 
me.  To. night  she  is  going  lo  die.  It  cms  no  figure,  but  to-night 
she  is  going  to  die,'  and  then  he  told  me  about  everything  he  was 
going  to  do.  1  said,  '  Harry,  can't  you  make  money  some  other  way 
and  not  kdl  the  poor  girl? '  He  said,  '  I  would  rathtr  kill  her  than 
any  don  I  ever  »aw;  it  docit  me  good  lo  kill  people'  He  told  me  he 
had  killed  two  before  «nd  it  was  nothing  tn  kill  people.  I  told  him 
I  could  not  help  him  and  he  said.  '  Well,  Blixt,  yuu  have  got  to  help 
me  or  1  will  hiive  to  kill  you.  ](  you  don't  help  me  I  will  Vill  ytni, 
and  if  you  help  rac  you  arc  all  right*  He  says,  '  Come  here,"  and  he 
called  me  over  lo  the  ln:nch.  and  he  says,  *  Now.  1  don't  believe  in 
your  wife.  I  Ihink  it  good  if  khe  wa«  not  living,  and  I  want  to  kill 
your  wife  because  I  am  afraid  she  might  hurt  both  you  and  me.'  I 
said  'No,  I  am  not  afraid  of  my  wife;  she  don't  know  anything  and 
I  premise  you  I  will  not  tell  her  anything,'  I  says,  '  Harry,  whatever 
you  do  with  me,  don't  hurt  my  wife.'  He  says.  '  If  ycni  come  to  my 
wishes  and  do  what  I  want  you  to  do.  your  wife  Is  all  right,  but  if 
you  don't  she  is  not'  He  said,  '  I  have  this  plan  all  laid  out  so 
that  the  smartest  deirctires  in  the  world  can't  get  at  il.  Go  and  do 
what  I  telt  you  to  do  and  your  wife  is  all  right.'  I  says.  '  All  right, 
Harry,  I  will  do  whatever  you  say.'  Then  he  came  to  me  and  says, 
*  Now,  you  take  my  revolver,  but  I  want  you  to  write  a  receipt  to 
show  that  you  have  bought  my  revolver  of  mc.*  And  I  says,  '  1  won't 
sign  it — I  won't  sign  3.ny  receipt,'  '  Well,"  he  i»y»,  '  if  you  don't 
want  to  do  that,  then  I  want  you  to  tie  a  airing  to  the  revolver  and 
make  it  so  that  you  can  mn  your  fist  through  the  string  so  I  may 
be  sure  yoii  won't  drop  it.'  I  says  '  No.  I  don't  want  any  string 
around  the  revolver.'  He  gave  me  six  earlridsrcs.  saying,  'These  are 
extra  long  and  don't  belong  to  the  revolver,  hut  they  arc  long  and 
good,  and  .ifter  you  have  killed  her  you  take  these  extra  cartridge* 
and  put  them  in  the  revolver,  take  llic  extra  ones  out  and  put  in  these 
other  ones  that  belong  to  the  revolver  and  put  the  revolver  under 
my  pillow  when  you  come  back'  Then  he  says,  '  When  I  get  ready 
ynu  come  up  to  my  (tat  and  I  will  itistnict  you  where  to  go  and  all 
about  it'    He  left  me  (or  a  little  while  and  went  away.     I  don't  know 
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how  long  he  was  out,  bui  after  awhile  he  came  back  and  he  says, 
'  Put  on  your  coat  and  come  on.'  '  Now,'  htr  xay*.  '  you  go  out  on  the 
other  side  of  Hennepin  Avcntie  and  watt  tor  mc  until  I  come  out, 
and  when  you  wc  mc  cotiic  oul  you  follow  dovm  to  the  corner  of 
Kenwood  and  Hcnntpin.'  I  went  across  to  Hennepin  Avenue  and 
down  pretty  nearly  two  blocks  and  »iood  there  watching  until  I  uw 
him  coming.  Then  I  walked  ahead  down  to  the  corner  of  Kenwood 
and  Hennepin,  when  1  turned  around  at  a  little  pathway  koihk  across 
3.  vacant  lot  and  mw  liim  cut  acroxii  there.  He  hawked  and  coughed. 
and  that  meant  1  should  cotne  that  way  with  him.  He  went  on  prob- 
ably lour  rods  Cunhcr  and  1  folluwed.  Afler  I  Kot  across  the  first 
street.  Lyndale,  I  think,  t  followed  him  a  block  further.  He  crossed 
the  strecl.  and  when  1  came  to  where  he  crossed  I  saw  a  horse  and 
top-huKgy,  and  lie  wa^  standing  there  by  it.  talking  with  Mi&s  Ging, 
who  was  in  the  bnggy.  He  said  to  her.  '  This  man  is  one  of  the 
gang,'  He  says  to  mc,  '  Get  in  there'  I  lost  r:iy  cap  in  getting  in 
and  he  picked  it  up  for  me  and  went  around  and  whispered  to  her. 
Then  he  said  to  me,  'You  drive  up  to  Hennepin  and  go  around  Henne- 
pin Boulevard,  around  to  Lake  Street  and  tollow  around  the  west  side 
of  Lake  Calhoun  antl  1  will  meet  you.  1  will  have  a  team,  and  when  you 
meet  the  two  horsu  jou  exchange  with  us.'  He  said  to  mc  and  to 
her  that  wc  should  keep  our  heads  in  pretty  close  so  that  wc  would 
not  be  noticed.  The  top  oi  the  buggy  was  up.  I  tume<l  and  drove 
as  directed,  leaving  HaywaiJ  standing  there.  I  kept  going  on  the 
west  side,  and  when  as  far  as  the  ice-house  she  asked  if  Harry  was 
coming;  if  he  was  out  buying  green  goods,  I  said  I  did  not  know, 
and  wc  kept  going  further  on.  She  said,  '  I  was  held  up  here  once,' 
and  I  said,  '  Did  you  lose  anything? '  '  No,'  she  laid.  '  we  put 
the  rings  wc  had  in  our  iiiouihH.'  and  that  i.i  all  the  conversation  wc 
had  until  we  reached  the  street  railway.  After  that  1  had  my  revolver 
on  the  scat  at  my  side  and  she  asked  what  I  had  there.  1  told  her 
what  it  was,  and  that  Harry  had  said  to  mc  that  U  wa*  the  best 
tiling  lo  have  out  this  way  because  we  might  be  held  up.  As  wc  were 
going  on  she  kept  limking  for  Harry,  and  every  little  while  she  put 
out  her  head  and  I  kept  thinking  it  over  how  1  could  do  this.  I 
thought  of  getting  out  and  running  off  and  leaving  her,  and  leaving 
everything,  and  then  I  thought  of  my  wife  and  that  he  would  kill  her 
ture.  and  that  is  why  I  stayed  in  the  buggy  After  that  she  kept 
looking  around,  and  if  I  had  wanled  to  I  could  have  killed  her  ten 
tinien.  At  1a«t  she  put  out  her  head  again  and  I  raised  my  revolver 
and  fired.  1  never  looked  where  I  shot,  bttt  it  happened  that  I  shot 
her  just  where  he  told  mc  to  shoot  her.  where  he  asked  the  doctor 
would  kill  the  quickest,  .^ftor  1  had  shot  her  she  threw  hcrscll  back 
and  sat  right  still.  I  kepi  Koiug  twenty-five  or  thirty  yurds  further 
anil  WHS  scareH  then.  I  took  the  r<it)e  off  my  knees  and  gave  it  to 
lier  and  kept  it  shoved  up  against  her,  and  when  I  had  gone  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  yards  more  in  that  direction  1  turttcd  around  and  drove 
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back  iltmly.  holdtng  ihc  robe  up  against  be r.  Then  I  brgan  work  to 
g<l  h(r  oiil  o(  the  buggy.  I  stooped  down,  and  moving  her  tegs 
close  loKcilicr,  I  laid  my  hands  so  that  she  would  not  come  against 
roe.  In  blling  out  she  «iruck  on  the  (ronl  wheel,  turned  around  and 
laid  on  hcT  »idc,  tbc  wliecl  going  over  her  bodjp,  and  I  drove  on. 
That  is  the  way  it  happened." 

Continuing  his  testimony,  Blixt  said: 

**  Ahcr  ibe  was  out  of  ilic  buggy  I  drove  back  to  Hennepin  Avenac 
and  on  tip  to  Lyndale,  and  ihen  1  got  out  of  the  buggy  and  let  the 
borac  go  alone."  DLxI  returned  to  the  Oiark  Flats,  slipping  on  the 
way  lo  drink.  a»  lie  said  "  Iwo  imall  snilJt  of  tteer  because  I  didn't 
(eel  good."  He  reached  the  Oiark  about  ten  o'clock.  He  went  to 
Hurry'»  baih-rooin  and  removed  the  autridges  from  the  revolver, 
cxctunging  iticm  (or  other  cartridges  ait  directed  previously  by  Hay- 
ward,  and  ihen  placed  the  revolver  under  the  pillow  at  be  had  been 
told  to  do.  He  threw  into  ttic  furnace  the  cartridges  he  had  taken 
from  the  revolver,  and  then  went  to  bed.  Some  time  alter  eleven 
o'clock  that  night,  after  he  had  retired.  Harry  came  to  hia  bed-room 
lo  know  if  Bltxt  was  there.  He  came  again  during  the  early  morning 
hours,  between  three  and  four  o'clock,  and  called  out  loudly,  "  Blixl, 
arc  you  asleep?"  Blixt  answered  roughly.  "  No."  Then  Harry  said. 
"  I  have  been  down-lown,  and  she  has  been  murdered  for  her  money. 
It  sc«m»  a«  though  *he  had  met  with  some  men,  fellows  of  her*, 
and  that  they  murdered  her  and  took  my  money,  and  my  seven  thou- 
sand dollars  is  gone.  1  don't  expect  1  shall  ever  see  a  cent  of  it.  and 
th«  people  down-town  aay  it  is  the  most  horrible  and  cold-blooded 
murder  that  ever  was  committed,  and  there  ii  not  a  clue  to  the  mur- 
derer  anywhere  to  be  found,  f  have  been  upstairs  ulking  to  the  little 
girl  trying  to  find  out  somethinK,  but  she  did  not  seem  to  know  any- 
thing about  it.  1  don't  know  what  to  do.  I  don't  know  whether  I 
had  better  go  down  in  the  morning  and  notify  the  insurance  com- 
pany or  not" 

Mrs.  Blixt  was  present  and  asked  Hayward  a  few  ques- 
tions.    Blixt  said  nothing. 

Harry  T.  Hayward  was  charged  by  the  indictment  on  which 
he  was  tried  with  the  crime  of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  by 
aiding,  abetting,  inducing  and  procuring  Carl  A,  Blixt  to  shoot 
Kallierine  Ging,  thereby  causing  her  death.  TTie  trial  com- 
iiicnced  on  January  aist,  1895,  and  continued  uninterruptedly 
until  March  8th.  Althougli  the  State  based  its  claim  mainly 
upon  the  evidence  of  Blixt  and  of  Adry  Kayward.  it  supported 
that  evidence  with  vohiminous  and  overwhelming  corrobora- 
tive proof,  so  that  the  atory  told  by  them  remained  practically 
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unshakrn.  The  motive  for  the  murder,  as  appeared  in  evi- 
dence, was  to  recover  the  $io,ocx)  insurance  procured  through 
Hayvb'ard's  influence  upon  Miss  Ging,  and  which  had  imme- 
diately afterward  been  assigned  to  him.  The  defense  was 
masterly,  and  conducted  by  one  of  the  most  able  of  criminal 
lawyers;  but  the  result  was  foreseen  from  the  oiilsel,  and  on 
the  afternoon  of  March  8th,  1895.  the  jury  brought  in  a  verdict 
of  guilty  as  charged  in  the  indictment.  On  the  tith  of  March 
he  was  sentenced  to  be  hanged  at  a  time  to  be  fixed  by  the  Gov- 
ernor of  the  State  of  Minnesota.  This  sentence  was  carried 
into  effect  on  the  nth  day  of  DeccmbcT,  1895. 

On  the  night  preceding  his  execution  Hayward  made  a  con- 
fession, or  rather  what  he  calls  a  "  full  and  final  stiiement  of 
my  life,  dwelling  jtarlicularly  upon  the  crime  for  which  I  am 
to  be  executed."  The  statement  was  made  to  three  personal 
friends,  whom  he  authorized  to  publish,  as  being  the  whole 
truth  in  regard  to  the  Ging  murder.  It  is  a  rambling  narrative 
and  apparently  truthful.  He  relates  his  early  gambling  ex- 
periences, and  gives  brief  account  of  other  murders  committed 
by  him.  He  tells  the  full  story  of  burning  the  mill  mentioned 
in  Adry's  evidence,  having  set  the  fire  himself.  He  admitted 
that  there  was  no  money  transaction  between  himself  and  Miss 
Ging.  and  thai  the  $7x>oo  loan  was  purely  visionary.  The 
only  money  in  the  scheme  was  the  $40  to  $60  premiums  paid 
on  the  insurance  policies.  He  states  that  the  evidence  of  both 
BHxt  and  Adn,-  was  substa^itially  correct.  Throughout  Ihc 
whole  recital  of  hts  confession  a  mocking  laugh  played  over 
his  conscienceless  face,  and  without  a  word  or  exhibition  of 
regret,  he  disclosed  the  deejvl^d  and  rooted  depravity  of  his 
brief  but  demoniacal  career. 


THE  MONSTER  HOLMES. 
Benjamin  F.  Pitezcl,  Loomis  Avenue,  Chicago,  III,  occu- 
pation given  as  real  estate  and  dealer  in  patents,  made  appli- 
cation to  the  Fidelity  Mutual  Life  Association  of  Philadelphia 
for  $10,000  insurance.  He  was  descril>e<l  by  Dr.  Charles 
S.  Taylor,  the  medical  examiner,  as  a  man  of  5  feet  10  inches; 
weight  155  pounds:  chest  measurement  32-35;  girth  of  abdo- 
men 32;  liazcl  eye^i  hair  black;  risk  first  class. 
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A  policy  for  $10,000,  the  amount  applied  for,  was  issued 
November  gtli,  1893.  Tin.-  3p[jIicaiioii  was  written  by  Mr.  O. 
W.  l''ay,  an  agent  of  integrity  and  intelligence,  who  states 
that  Pitczcl  invented  a  coal-bin,  liad  desk  room  in  the  office 
in  which  H.  H.  Holmes  aiso  had  desk  room,  and  tlial  he  Brst 
became  acquainted  with  Holmes  in  the  ordinary  cuunse  of 
business,  and  was  subsc^iucntly  introduced  by  Holmes  to 
Pitczcl. 

A  payment  became  due  August  loth,  1894.  and  00  August  2d 
of  the  same  year  Pitczcl  saw  the  cxshier  of  llic  Chicago  office 
and  asked  whether  he  could  obtain  an  extension,  stating  that 
he  had  ordered  several  car-loads  of  lumber,  and  that  he  luid 
to  pay  for  the  same,  which  made  him  short,  and  he  would 
probably  not  be  in  a  position  to  dispose  of  it  before  the  ]>ay- 
nicnt  became  due.  Ilie  cashier  informed  him  that  he  had  no 
authority  to  grant  extensions.  On  the  day  the  payment  be- 
came due,  a  telegraph  money-order  was  received  at  the 
Chicago  office  of  the  Association. 

On  September  jtli,  1894,  tlie  newspapers  gave  an  account 
of  the  finding  of  a  body  at  1316  Callowhill  Street,  Philadel- 
phia. The  coroner's  verdict  was  that  death  had  been  caused 
"  from  bums  received  from  an  explosion  and  inhalation  of 
fla^mc."  The  name  of  the  deceased  was  given  as  B.  F. 
Perry,  who  had  for  a  short  time  been  engaged  in  tlie  patent- 
right  business.  About  September  I3th,  1894.  President 
Fouse,  of  the  Fidelity  .Xsstjriation,  received  .1  communication 
from  one  Jephtha  D.  Howe,  of  St.  Louis,  attorney  for  Mrs. 
Carrie  A.  Pitezcl,.who  claimed  that  Mrs.  Pitezel  had  evidence 
that  B.  F.  Perry,  who  came  to  his  death  at  1316  Callowhill 
Street,  was  her  husband.  B.  F.  Pitezct.  The  fact  that  Pitezel 
had  done  business  (or  only  a  brief  period  in  Pliiladelphia 
under  an  alias,  and  tiK  fact  that  the  surroundings  of  the  room 
in  which  the  body  was  found  indicated  tlut  a  crime  had  been 
committed,  altliough  not  so  considered  at  the  time  by  the 
coroner's  jury,  \v<\  President  Fouse  to  make  an  investigation. 

The  comner's  physician  described  the  body  found  as  that 
of  a  Hght-complexioiiett  person,  aged  between  3S  and  40; 
weight  175  to  180  pounds;  moustache,  dark  red.  and  no  beard, 
etc    This  description  did  not  tally  with  the  description  of  B. 
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F.  Pitczel  as  given  b;r  the  examtnmg  phyacian,  hence  the 
cashier  at  Uie  Chicago  office  was  written  to,  to  obtain  a  full 
(Icscriplion  of  B.  F.  f^tezel.  As  Pitezel  was  not  then  and  had 
not  been  for  some  months  a  resident  of  Chicago,  he  was  unsuc- 
cessful at  first  in  finding  any  one  who  could  give  a  description 
that__would  be  of  any  value  for  the  purpose  of  identification 
of  the  dead  body.  He  apiMaJctI  to  tlie  agent  who  wrote  the 
application,  Mr.  O.  W.  Fay.  who  stated  that  the  only  person  he 
knew  who  was  capable  of  giving  a  minute  description  was 
H.  H.  Holmes,  because  tlic  two,  as  he  understood,  had  been 
associated  together  in  business  for  some  time,  and  Holmes 
was  referred  to  as  the  owner  of  the  big  hotel  on  63d  Street, 
later  known  as  "  the  Holmes  Castle."  ITie  cashier  upon  in- 
quiry found  that  Holmes  was  not  living  at  the  Castle,  but  at 
Wilmette,  and  proceeded  to  call  on  hiro.  He  was  met  by  a 
lady  who  called  herself  Mrs.  Holmes,  and  who  said  that  her 
husband  was  3  traveling  man,  was  not  at  home,  and  .she 
did  not  know  when  he  would  return  home.  The  cashier  then 
disclosed  his  mission,  and  called  ihe  attention  of  Mrs.  Holmes 
to  a  clipping  from  a  Chicago  paper,  in  which  an  account  of  the 
finding  of  the  body  was  given,  but  it  was  written  as  though 
the  body  liad  been  found  in  Chicago.  Mrs.  Holmes  was  quite 
sure  that  her  husband,  as  she  bad  ofteti  heard  him  speak  of 
Pitezel,  could  give  a  description,  asked  for  the  clipping,  and 
offered  to  forward  it  to  Iiiin  and  request  liim  to  write  to  the 
caaliicr.  A  few  days  aftcnvards  the  cashier  received  a  letter 
written  from  Columbus,  Ohio,  by  alias  H.  H.  Holmes,  in 
which  he  acknowledged  receipt  of  letter  from  his  wife,  also 
clipping,  and  said  that  he  undoubtedly  could  identify  the  body, 
guid  that  if  the  company  would  pay  hig  expenses  and  compen- 
sate him  fur  his  time  he  would  come  to  Chicago  and  idcraify  the 
body.  The  following  day  he  wnate  another  letter  from  Cin- 
dnnati,  stating  that  he  had  come  across  a  Philadelphia  paper 
and  discovered  llial  the  body  supjjosed  to  be  tlial  of  B.  F. 
Pitcrcl  was  found  in  t*hiladelphia  and  not  in  Oiicago.  and  that 
inasmuch  as  he  had  business  in  Philadelphia  and  was  going 
there,  he  would  call  on  the  officers  of  the  Association  and 
render  them  any  ser>-ice  he  could.  Both  letters  from  alias 
H.  H,  Holmes  were  sent  by  the  cashier  of  the  Chicago  ofBce 
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to  President  Fousc,  wlio  was  therefore  prepared  to  receive 
a  call  from  Holmes,  which  he  made  about  September  20th, 
1894.  Holmes  introduced  himself,  referred  to  the  corre- 
spondence he  had  with  the  cashier  of  the  Chicago  office,  and 
expressed  his  willingness  to  give  whate%'er  information  he 
could  concerning  -Pilczel.  He  was  (hereupon  asked  to  give  a 
full  description  of  D.  F.  Pitezel,  wliich  be  did.  He  was  told 
that  Mrs.  Pitczcl  and  her  attorney  were  expected  in  a  few  days, 
and  that  Ihcy  would  probably  have  the  body  cxhumctl,  which 
had  been  kept  for  over  ten  days  in  the  morgue  and  was  subse- 
quently buried  in  the  Potter's  Field,  and  was  asked  if  he  could 
arrange  to  be  present  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  identi- 
fication of  the  body.  His  reply  was  that  he  could  not  well 
afford  to  lose  the  time,  if  there  should  be  any  delay,  otherwise 
he  woidd  be  willing  to  serve  the  Association.  He  was  then 
told  that  he  would  be  compensated  for  loss  of  time,  and  there 
probably  would  be  no  delay.  He  left  with  the  statement  tliat 
he  would  call  back  the  next  day.  On  the  morning  eif  the  aisl 
of  September.  1894.  Jcphtha  D.  Howe  called  on  President 
Fousc  with  an  introduction  from  Superintendent  of  Police 
Captain  Linden,  who,  on  the  strength  of  a  recommendation 
brought  from  St.  Louis,  vouched  for  him.  Attorney  Howe, 
on  behalf  of  Mrs.  J^itezel,  was  asked  to  make  a  stalenienl  and 
give  a  description  of  Pitercl,  which  he  did.  Attorney  Howe 
claimed  tliat  Mrs.  Pitezel,  on  account  of  sickness,  was  unable 
to  come,  but  that  he  had  brought  witli  him  her  daughter  .-Mice, 
aged  fourteen.  About  noon  of  the  same  day,  he  brought 
Alice  to  Uie  office,  who  also  made  a  statement  describing  her 
bther.  The  three  statements  and  descriptions,  which  had  been 
made  independently  of  one  another,  were  tlicn  compared  and 
found  to  correspond  on  all  essential  points.  During  the  after- 
noon of  tliat  day,  H.  H.  Holtnes  returned  to  llie  office  of  the 
Fidelity  and  vras  introduced  to  Lawj-er  Howe,  of  St.  Louis, 
at  the  request  of  the  latter,  and  they  met  as  entire  strangers. 
It  was  then  agreed  that  tlie  body  buried  as  B.  F.  Perry  should 
be  exhumed  Saturday.  September  21st,  1894.  and  the  following 
marks  of  identification  were  agreed  upon  for  the  purpose  of 
identifying  the  body: 
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I.  Hair  of  bcstt  straighl  and  black,  with  no  tendency  townrds 
curling. 

a.  Frontal  bone  of  forehead  recedes,  with  posterior  coronal  devel- 
opment. 

3.  Ridtfc  or  abnormal  development  of  na&al  bone,  being  result  o( 
injury  to  nuse 

4.  Ri-dJiali  moustache  oE  »lilT,  coarM  hair,  which  h«  someluiics 
dyed 

5.  Upper  and  lower  Ironi  teeth  even  and  intaet.  Worn  and  stained 
with  nicotine-.     Has  ]ia4  »ome  of  ibc  back  teeih  extracted. 

G.  Mole  or  wart,  same  coKtr  as  skin,  on  the  back  ol  neck,  within 
one  inch  frum  center  of  back,  and  about  next  to  lowe:»t  cervical  ver- 
tebra.   The  mole  or  wan  is  about  the  siic  of  a  pea. 

7.  Blood  bniiiK  of  one  of  the  nails  of  his  thumbfi,  which  caused 
maikcd  discoloration  oE  the  njiil. 

8.  EnlatBement  of  ilic  libia  below  llic  knee  of  both  legs. 

9.  A  cut  on  lower  extrcinity  of  one  of  hi»  lect  by  an  axe,  occa- 
sioned by  one  of  the  children  accidentally  dToppinjc  an  sxc  Exact 
localioa  of  incision  is  uncenain. 

The  following  marks  of  identification  were  found  on  the 
body  buried  as  that  of  B.  F.  Perry  in  gnvc  No.  496  in  the 
Potter's  Field: 

1.  Scar  on  left  leg  below  the  knee. 

2.  Mole  on  back  ol  neck  in  center  of  neck  about  when,  collar- 
button  is  on  shin. 

J.  Ri£ht   ihiimb-nail  bruiMrd  and  badly  discolored. 
4.  Hair  black  -ind  straighL 

3.  Moustache  reddish,  or  sandy  color. 

6.  Cowlick  on  left  -lidc  of  forehead.  (Thin  ha.«  been  mentioned  in 
conversation,  but  w3e  not  given  as  an  identi  ties  lion  mark.) 

7.  Head   shaped  as  described  in   stipulation   with   the  company. 

8.  Nose  rather  anKularly  shaped,  and  bridge  in  middle  of  nose 
broken  or  badly  bruised. 

The  itlcntificntion  was  satisfactorj-  to  the  deputy  coroner, 
and  the  following  day  the  inqtipst  was  reopeuwJ,  and  on  the 
testimony  ot  H.  H.  Holmes.  Alice  PJtezel,  and  Jephtha  D. 
Howe,  a  venlict  was  rx-ndcrctl  that  the  man  bnrieil  in  grave 
No.  496  in  tlic  Putters  Fiekl  .xs  H.  I*.  FVrry  wa-*  B.  F.  Pitczel. 
The  coroner  g-^ve  a  i>ermit  to  take  up  tlw-  body  and  to  bury 
it  as  B.  F.  Pitczel.  Tins  established  a  ffima  fade  claim,  and 
the  identification  having  been  satisfacton,'  to  the  officers  of 
the  Fidelity  Association,  the  claim  under  policy  o«  the  life  of 
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B.  F.  Pilezcl  was  approvctl  and  paid  to  Jepbtha  D.  Howe, 
attorney-ill-fact  for  Mrs.  Carrie  A.  Pitczcl. 

About  one  month  after  the  insuniiiec  money  was  paid. 
Inspector  Gai>.  of  the  Fidelity  Association,  who  happened  tn 
be  in  St.  Louis,  ascertained  that  the  notorious  train  robber, 
Marion  Hcdgcpath,  confined  in  the  St  Louis  jail,  had  knowl- 
edge of  a  conspiracy,  and  procccdcl  to  interview  him.  He 
became  convinced  that  there  was  mach  troth  in  the  «tatemtfnt 
tnn.de  by  Hedge|)ath,  because  of  facts  referred  to  by  him,  of 
which  he  could  have  had  nu  knowkilge  had  he  not  been,  as 
he  claimed  he  was,  a  party  to  the  conspirac)'.  He  had  been 
promised  for  his  fiart  the  sum  of  $5fX),  and  tlie  promi.se  had 
nut  been  kcjiL  It  was  he,  according  tn  his  statement  or 
confession,  who  brought  Lawyer  Howe  and  alias  H.  H. 
Holmes  topcther.  Inspector  Gary  then  proceeded  to  maJ<e 
an  investigation,  and  found  tliat  alias  M.  H.  Holmes  had  left 
for  parts  unknown,  that  Mrs.  Pitezel  and  the  children  were 
nut  to  be  foiuid,  and  also  discovered  that  Holmes  and  Howe 
had  sustained  the  relatiun  uf  client  and  coimsel  before  they 
met  as  entire  strangers  in  Philadelphia.  This  convinced  the 
officers  of  the  Association  of  the  existence  of  a  conepiracy. 
It  was  then  determined  at  any  cost,  because  of  the  suspicion 
that  the  conspiracy  involved  tlic  crime  of  murder,  to  appre- 
hend the  eonspiratorst.  This  proved  to  be  a  hercvilcan  task. 
Al\ns.  H.  H.  Holmes,  who  changed  his  name  wnth  evcrj-  move 
he  made,  was  nowhere  to  be  found.  The  parents  of  Mrs. 
riterel  lived  at  Galva.  III.,  hut  tlicy  coiilil  glvt-  no  infomiatinn 
concerning  their  daughter,  who  made  a  brief  visit  soon  after 
the  insurance  money  was  paid.  She  had  left  Galva  with  the 
promise  that  she  would  in  a  few  days  communicate  with  her 
parents  and  let  them  know  where  she  was  staying,  but  they 
had  heard  nothing.  Innumerable  clues  were  followed  up  in 
different  sections  of  the  eountrj*  without  result.  President 
I'ouse  at  'the  outset  detaiU-d  four  men,  who  worked  diligently, 
:ind  who  finally  discovered  a  cUie  that  a1i.TS  Holmes,  under 
the  name  of  Howell,  had  been  In  Canada.  The  trail  was 
taken  up  at  Prcscott.  Canada,  and  at  nurlington,  Vt.  and  on 
Noveinlier  jlh,  1894,  Holmes  was  overtaken  and  shadowed 
by  one  of  the  Fidelity's  inspectors,  aided  by  two  Pinkerton 
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operatives.  The  evidence  was  not  in  shape  to  warrant  an 
arrest.  The  ctiase  through  the  White  Moimtains,  Hottncs 
having  discovered  tliat  lie  was  under  shadow,  was  exciting  and 
desperate.  It  was  ascertained  Uiat  \m  purpOM:  was  to  leave 
the  countr>'.  Arriving  in  Boston,  November  I4tli,  he  stopped 
at  the  Adanis  Hotel  under  the  name  of  H.  M.  Howell  and 
wife,  Denver.  As  the  evidence  was  still  incomplete,  and  inas- 
much as  the  authorities  in  Texas  were  looking  for  Holmes, 
President  Fouse  lelegraplied  to  the  sheriff  at  Fori  Worth  and 
arranged  to  have  Hohnes  arrested  on  the  charge  oF  horse- 
stealing, so  as  to  detain  him  and  prevent  his  leaving  the 
country.  When  Holmes  was  arrested  in  Boston,  he  noticed 
the  presence  of  Mr.  O.  La  Forrest  Perry,  representing:  tlic 
FideJity  Association,  and  at  once  surmised  that  the  charge  of 
horse-stealing  was  a  mere  pretext,  and  that  he  was  wanted  by 
the  insurance  company,  whose  inspectors  aiid  detectives  had 
been  shadowing  him.  For  the  cvidcni  purpose  of  obscuring 
and  hiding  the  greater  crime,  he  frankly  confessed  the  con- 
spiracy, and  stated  in  substance  that  he,  together  with  Jephtha 
D.  Ilowc,  D.  F.  Pitczel,  and  Marion  D.  Hedgepath,  had  agreed 
to  swindle  the  Fidelity  Association  by  pretending  that  B.  F. 
Pitezel  had  met  his  death  by  accident,  but  that  in  fact  he  was 
alive,  and  that  the  body  found  an<I  claimed  to  be  that  ol  B. 
F.  Pitezel  was  not  his  body,  that  it  was  a  "  stiff  "  procured  £rom 
a  physician  in  New  York,  and  that  Mrs.  Pitezel  liad  guilty 
knowledge  of  the  fraud,  and  lliat  she,  together  with  two  of  the 
children,  had  accompanied  him  as  far  as  Burlington,  Vt., 
where  they  were  stopping  under  the  name  of  Adams,  and  that 
the  other  three  children  were  with  the  father,  B.  F.  Pitezel, 
whom  Tie  claimed  to  liave  met  in  Cincinnati  soon  after  the 
money  was  paid.  Holmes  was  subjected  to  a  rigid  cross- 
examination  at  various  times  and  by  different  persons.  .Mrs. 
Piterel  was  decoyed  to  Boston  and  likcAvise  arrested,  and  stale- 
ments  were  obtained  from  her.  Through  the  eii-idence  col- 
lected and  statements  made  by  the  conspirators.  suflScient 
facts  were  obt^ned  to  warrant  placing  the  matter  before  the 
Grand  Jury  of  Philadelpliia  Count)-,  which  resulted  in  Herman 
Webster  Mudgett  alias  H.  H,  Holmes,  Jephth.!  D.  Howe.  Mrs. 
Carrie  A.  Pitczel  arwl  Marion  D.  Hedgepath,  being  indicted 
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for  conspiracy  lo  defrauil  the  Fidelity  Association.  Holmes 
was  first  tried,  March  37II1,  18^5,  on  the  charge  of  conspiracy, 
and  before  the  conclusion  of  the  irial  lie  withdrew  the  answer 
of  not  guilty  and  pleadL-d  guilty.  During  all  tliis  time  he  con- 
tinual to  daini  tliat  Pitczel  »-as  alive,  and  that  the  three  chil> 
drcn,  HowanI,  Alice  and  Nellie,  were  with  (lie  father.  No 
one  believed  this,  and  tlic  officer^s  of  the  Fidelity  Association 
therefore  continued  to  prosecute  the  investigation,  with  the 
result  that  ihey  became  convinced  that  not  only  B.  F.  Pitezd 
had  \Kxn  murdered  by  Holmes  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  but 
thai  he  had  subsequently,  for  the  purpose  of  destroying  evi- 
dence, murdered  the  three  children,  one  of  whom,  Alice,  knew 
that  the  body  in  the  Potter's  Field  was  no  unknown  "  stiff," 
but  was  that  of  her  father,  she  having  taken  part  in  (he  identifi- 
catioo. 

A  search  was  instituted  for  the  children,  dead  or  alive.  The 
remains  of  the  two  daughters,  Nellie  and  Alice,  after  a  long 
and  tedious  search,  were  found  in  July.  1895,  in  a  cottage  on 
Sl  V'incent  Street,  Toronto,  which  Holmes  had  rented  for  (as 
he  claimed)  his  sister  Mrs.  Adams,  in  the  previous  October. 
The  girls  had  been  burietl  in  the  cellar.  Holmes  had  bor- 
rowed a  spade  from  a  neighbor,  was  seen  in  the  cottage  in 
company  with  the  children,  but  after  a  few  days  the  cottage 
was  abandoned,  and  the  owner  again  took  possession.  The 
children  had  been  stripped  of  their  clothing,  some  o(  which 
was  found  in  the  chimney,  not  wholly  destroyed,  and  was  iden- 
tified by  Mrs.  Pitezel.  Portions  of  the  remains  of  iToward 
Pitezel,  a  tad  twelve  years  old,  were  fnimd  in  a  house  in 
Irvingttra,  a  suburb  of  Indianiqiolis.  An  effort  had  been  made 
to  cremate  the  boy,  but  the  skeleton,  for  the  most  part,  was 
intact  The  portion  of  remains,  particles  of  clothing,  together 
with  a, portion  of  trunk  found,  enabled  Mrs.  Pitezel  to  identify 
the  remains  as  those  of  her  son,  Howard  Pitezel.  The  house 
in  Irvington  was  rented  by  Holmes.  Tlie  key  to  it  was  in 
his  possession,  and  taken  from  him  after  his  arrest  in  Phila- 
delphia. After  the  discovery  of  the  remains  of  the  children, 
■which  materially  strengtliencd  the  circumstantial  evidence, 
Holmes  was  indicted  for  murder.  The  trial  commctKed 
October  aStfa,  1895*  and  resulted  in  his  conviction  November 


sd,  i8()5.    A  motion  was  made  for  a  new  trial  November  i3lh, 
1S95,  for  the  following  reasons: 

"  I.  That  the  verdict  is  asainst  the  evidence. 

"2.  That  th^c  verdict  is  against  the  law. 

"  3.  The  verdict  is  against  the  weight  of  the  evidence. 

NEW  EVIDENCE. 

"4.  On  accoant  of  new  matter  discovered  since  the  Iria,]. 

"  5.  For  ilie  reason  ilial  the  district  attorney.  li»  his  opening  speech. 
made  slaletncnts  which  were  not  proven,  nnd  which  rcistcd  to  other 
Climes  which  could  nfit  he  pnrt  ot  llic  evidence,  and  they  were  of 
such  a  terrible  nature  that  their  ctfect  on  the  jury  wag,  of  necessity. 
so  adverse  to  the  dcfcndiicit  that  it  was  impossible  for  theni  to  decide 
purely  upon  ihc  evidence  in  thi.i  case. 

"6.  The  conrt  erred  iri  not  allowing  affidavits  and  an  exception  to 
Btatement»  in  the  district  attontc/s  opening  speech. 

"7.  For  the  reason  that  the  district  altomey,  in  his  closine  speech. 
mentioned  the  death  of  Ihc  eltildrcn  and  the  (indinn  of  their  dead 
bodies  in  the  morgue, 

"8.  The  coun  erred  in  allowing  Mrs,  Pilerel  to  testify  or  atate 
what  her  husband  had  told  tier. 

"g.  Tile  court  erred  in  not  allowing  Mrs.  Pite«I  lo  testify  ol  her 
own  knowledge  to  the  doings  and  troubles  of  her  husband  in  Terrc 
Haute.   Indiana. 

"  10  The  court  erred  in  allowing  Ihc  testimony  o(  Mrs.  Pilezel 
relating  to  the  bottle  of  nitro- glycerine. 

RULINGS  QUESTIONER. 

"11.  The  court  erred  in  admitting  the  following  evidence  under 
exception:  (a)  in  ruHng  that  the  delenflant'«  wife  was  a  competent 
wiincu;  0>)  in  allowing  evidence  of  the  whereabouts  of  the  children 
and  finding  of  their  bodies  in  Toronto;  (c)  in  pcrntitiinK  jurors  to 
enter  the  box  who  had  acknowledged  that  they  had  (tinned  or 
expressed  an  opinion  regarding  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  the  de- 
fendant 

"  12,  The  court  erred  in  charging  the  jury,  by  giving  undue  prom- 
inence to  the  evidence  favorable  to  the  commonwealth  and  not  suf- 
ficient prominence  lo  the  evidence  favorable  lo  the  prisoner 

"  tj.  The  court  erred  in  charging  the  jury  as  follows:  'You  will 
notice  by  llie  tc«imony  which  wiis  read  to  you  that  the  doctor*  who 
examined  him  say  his  death  was  caused  by  chloroform  poisoning, 
and  that  it  could  not  have  been  self-admin istcrcd.  Now,  if  it  was 
not  self-adminislercd,  who  was  it  ihat  administered  the  poison  to  him, 
who  poisoned  him  and  took  his  li(«? ' 

"  14.  The  court  erred  in  charging  the  jury  a»  follows:  '  If  you  arc 
not  fairty  satisfied  with  (he  evidence  of  his  guih.  he  is  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  (he  doubt.' 
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"  15,  The  court  crttA  in  not  affirming  pointa  Dumb«n  3  and  6  sub- 
mitlcil  by  ihc  defendant." 

Arpunicnl  for  new  iria]  was  had  November  i8th,  1895, 
during  which  onr  of  defendant's  counsel,  W.  A.  Stioeniaker. 
was  charged  with  subornation  of  perjury.  The  fourth  reason 
assigjied  for  a  new  trial  was  on  account  of  new  matter  dis- 
covered since  the  trial.  The  new  matter  consisted  of  an  affi- 
davit of  a  supposed  Blanche  A.  Hannigan,  whicli  had  been 
prepared  by  Mr.  Shoemaker,  and  placed  in  the  hand!^  of  a 
detective  to  find  some  one  who  was  willing  to  swear  to  it.  The 
detective,  while  apparently  doing  the  bidding  of  coimscl,  made 
a  confidant  of  Detective  Frank  Gcycr,  who  conferred  with  the 
district  attorney,  who  advised  tJiat  a  wonutn  be  furnished, 
who,  for  a  consideration,  would  make  the  affidavit.  A  police 
matron,  under  an  a&sumed  name,  was  sent  to  the  office  of 
Lawyer  Shoemaker,  and  expressed  her  willingness,  for  the 
sum  of  $20.  to  make  the  affidavit,  which  she  stated  to  the 
ailoraey  she  had  not  read,  and  was  not  familiar  with  its  con- 
tents. He  had  her  swear  to  it,  and  paid  her  the  money,  which 
she  accepted,  marked,  and  produced  in  court.  Lawyer  Shoe- 
maker was  thereupon  indicted  for  subornation,  and  disbar- 
ment proceedings  followed. 

Tile  decision  on  motion  for  a  new  trial  of  Holmes,  which 
was  declined,  was  rendered  by  Judge  /Vrnold,  and  concurred 
ill  by  Judges  Thayor  an<l  Wilson.  An  appeal  on  the  law  of  the 
case  to  the  Supreme  Court  was  sued  nut  December  imh.  1895, 
and  on  the  same  day  w«  served  on  the  clerk  of  the  lower  court 
The  writ  was  returnable  on  the  first  Monday  of  January,  1896; 
but  application  for  postponement  was  made  by  defendant's 
counsel.  A  postponement  was  granted  to  the  first  Monday 
of  February  for  the  argument. 

Dr.  Herman  W,  Mudgett.  the  arch-conspirator  and  multi- 
murderer,  was  horn  in  Gilmanlon,  N.  H.,  in  the  year  1861. 
He  was  one  year  a  student  in  the  University  of  Vermont  at 
Burlington,  and  then  took  a  course  of  medicine  at  Ann  Arbor, 
Mich.  He  engaged  in  the  practice  of  his  profession  so<m 
after  his  graduation  in  June,  1884,  in  New  York  State.  In  hi* 
own    language,    he    received    plenty    of    gratitude    but    little 
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money.  an<l  when  starvation  was  staring  him  in  the  face  he 
conceived  the  idea  of  swindling  insurance  companies.  Shortly 
before  his  trial  he  wrote  a  book,  remarkable  for  what  it  does 
not  say  rather  than  for  what  it  tetls,  on  the  title-page  of  which 
he  refers  to  "  twenly-two  tragic  deaths  and  disappcarinces  in 
which  he  [&  said  to  be  implicated."  Those  who  have  had 
charge  of  Uie  prosecution  and  have  become  familiar  with  his 
history  and  dark  deeds,  seem  to  lliiiik  that  the  number  twenty- 
two  does  not  overstate  tlie  "  tragic  deaths  and  disappearances." 
To  wliat  extent  Holmes  has  proBted  by  swindling  insurance 
companies  is  unknown  to  any  one  except  himself,  but  he  has 
intimated  repeatedly  that  the  Pitezel  case  is  not  the  first,  but 
simply  the  first  that  was  discovered. 

Mrs,  Carrie  A.  Pilezel,  the  widow  of  Benjamin  F.  Pilirzel, 
was  indicted  for  conspiracy,  incarcerated  in  Moyamensing 
Prison,  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  after  a  time  released. 
The  officers  o(  the  iMdclity  Association,  and  the  diMrict  attor- 
ney, became  convinced  that  she  had  guilty  knowledge  of  tlie 
conspiracy,  hnt  not  of  the  crime  of  murder,  that  she  did  not 
profit  by  it,  and  had  been  unduly  inRucnced  hy  Holmes.  She 
confessed  that  soon  after  the  insurance  policy  u-a*  received,  her 
husband  intimated  to  her  that  he  might  for  a  time  disapptar, 
and  if  he  did,  not  to  be  alarmed,  that  he  wnuld  be  all  right. 
Holmes  knew  of  this  statement  which  Pitezcl  ha^l  made  to  his 
wife,  and  took  advantage  of  it  to  get  her  to  do  his  bidding 
in  order  to  collect  tlie  insurance  money. 

Jcphtha  D.  Howe,  the  St  Louis  attorney -at-Iaw  under  in- 
dictment for  conspiracy  with  Holmes  and  Hedgepath,  has  not 
yet  been  tried.  It  is  charged  tliat  instead  of  having  betm  an 
entire  stranger  to  Holmes,  as  claimed  when  they  met  in  the 
office  of  the  Fidelity  XfutuaJ  Life  Association,  and  were  intro- 
duced to  one  another  by  the  prcsidcnl,  they  hatl  actually 
known  one  another  for  some  time  before;  that  they  had  sus- 
tained the  relation  of  client  and  counsel;  that  Ijiwycr  Howe 
knew  Holmes  by  various  aliases;  that  in  going  to  Philailelphia 
they  traveled  part  of  the  way  together  in  the  same  car.  hut  at 
Washington  Lawyer  Howe  slopped  over  one  train  to  give 
Holmes  an  opportunity  to  call  at  the  office  of  the  insurance 
company  and  get  "the  lay  of  the  land";  that  the  evening 
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preceding;  the  visit  of  Lawyer  Howe  to  the  instirance  office 
lie  met  Holmes  at  the  residence  of  Mrs.  Alcorn  on  North 
Eleventh  Street  to  iiiap  out  a  line  of  action.  Notwithstanfting 
such  acqu^ntancc  and  meeting-,  when  he  was  askct)  by  Pres- 
ident Fousc  the  following  day  whetiier  he  was  acquainted 
with  a  man  from  Chicago  by  the  name  of  Holmes,  a  friend  of 
I'itczcl,  he  answered  he  was  not,  antl  acce[)ted  an  introduction. 

On  the  4th  of  March,  1 896,  tlie  case  was  reviewed  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Pennsylvania,  and  a  decision  was  promptly 
handed  down  affirming  the  judgment  of  the  lower  court.  The 
text  of  the  decision  as  read  by  Justice  Williams  is  as  follows: 

Tliis  is  a  voluminous  record.  An  examination  of  il  shows  that  the 
trial  of  the  delendant  (umisihcd  &ome  unlooked-for  situalions  and  dia- 
matic  inridentf,  hut  no  one  of  them  »etnR  to  liase  been  the  reiiult 
of  f.Tiyihing  irregular  or  sensational  in  the  manner  or  rulings  of  ihc 
Irarncil  trial  Judge.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  apparent  that  ihcy  were 
due  to  the  cxlraofdinary  character  of  the  circumstances  with  which  the 
dcfcndinl  ha<l  surrounded  tiimscU.  and  to  his  interference  with  the 
UEtjal  methods  oi  trial  Indeed  the  assignments  of  error,  allliougK 
thiiicen  in  number,  Itave  been  intended  to  raise  no  questions  except 
such  as  may  be  charactcriicd  ns  gcncrat  questions  of  taw,  and  they 
have  been  presented  in  this  court  and  discussed  in  the  oral  ar^pitnent 
in  a  thoTOughly  lawyer-like  manner,  and  with  decided  ability.  We 
proceed  to  consider  tltcm  in  tlieir  order. 

The  first,  itecond,  third  and  fotirth  assignments  relate  to  the  sdmis- 
slbiiity  of  the  testimony  of  Gcorgianna  Yoke,  who  was  called  as  a 
witness  hy  the  ComnioiiwcallTi  and  whom  the  defendant  aliened  to  be 
hie  lawful  wife.  At  the  time  (his  witness  was  called  there  vns  evidence 
before  the  court  hhowing  thai  the  dcfcmlani  had  an  establishment  of 
sonic  sort  ai  Willamctt.  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  which  was  known, 
at  leatt  to  some  of  liis  acquaintances,  as  his  home,  where  as  II.  H. 
Holmes,  lie  lived  with  a  woman  who  was  understood  to  be  hi*  wife. 

Tile  evidence  fnnher  showed  that  a  letter  which  had  been  left  at 
this  establishment  with  this  woman  in  his  absence,  by  Ihc  witness 
Cass,  had  been  promptly  replied  to  by  H.  H.  Holme*,  and  that  in 
the  an«wer  he  relerred  to  this  woman  as  his  wife,  saying  "  I  am  in 
receipt  of  a  Ictu-r  from  my  wife,  slating  that  yon  called  on  her  in 
rcRard  lo  Mr.  Pitez«l.  She  tUo  enclosed  me  elipping  from  paper, 
which  I  presume  you  Rare  her."  All  ihis  evidence,  tcndina  lo  show 
thai  the  prisoner  was  a  married  man,  and  thai  his  wife  lived  in  Illinois^ 
and  was  known  as  Mm.  Holmes,  was  before  the  court  when  Georgi- 
anna  Yoke  was  called,  There  was  nrtthiuK  in  the  name  of  the  witness, 
and  there  was  nothing  in  her  testimony  when  she  was  first  on  the 
sund,  to  suggest  that  she  was  the  wife  of  the  prisoner,  or  to  throw 
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any  doubt  upon  hia  being,  as  he  appeared  to  be  at  that  stage  of  the 
evidence,  the  bu&band  of  tlie  woman  ot  wliom  he  hatl  wriUcn  as  bis 
wile. 

An  objection  to  bcr  competency,  taken  wbrn  hIic  wax  lint  call'cd  and 
examined,  would  have  had  nothing  on  which  to  rest.  At  a  late  suge 
oi  the  trial  she  was  recalled  by  the  defendant  and  examined  upon 
this  Mubjcci.  She  then  stated  that  she  had  been  married  to  the  prisooer 
by  a  clergyman  in  the  city  o(  Denver  in  January,  1894.  That  his  name 
was  [hen  Howard,  and  that  she  was  married  to  him  by  tliai  name. 
She  stated  turther  that  during  much  of  the  limr.  belwc'eii  January  and 
the  following  November,  she  had  bred  with  him  as  his  wife,  supposing 
that  she  ocrnpied  that  position  towards  hitn.  but  that  i^he  learned 
before  his  arrest  that  he  had  been  married  some  time  previonaly  to  a 
woman  living  in  Gilmanton.  N.  H.,  whom  slic  understood  to  he  still 
living.  She  had  heard  still  earlier  of  the  woman  at  WiUamen,  but 
did  not  undtrsiand  that  Howard  had  be«n  lawfully  nfarried  to  her. 
She  bad  talked  with  him  about  the  woman  at  Gihnanton  while  they 
were  at  Bomon  not  long  before  hit  arrest.  His  jititer  had  told  her 
that  the  priwjncr  had  accounted  for  having  married  her  while  his 
wife  was  living  at  Gilmantun  by  telliiiK  his  Eathcr'w  family  thMi  hr  had 
liven  seriously  injured  in  a  railroail  wreck:  that  she  (Miss  Yoke)  had 
nursed  him  and  had  been  instrumental  in  saving  his  mind,  but  had 
married  him  before  he  knew  where  he  was  or  what  he  was  doing. 
This  story  she  told  the  prisoner.  He  did  not  deny  or  explain  the 
story,  but  said  in  his  own  defense  thai  when  he  married  hcT  he  had 
been  told  that  the  woman  at  Gilmartioii  was  dead. 

The  witness  was  appirvntly  satisfied  that  her  marriage  was  not 
valid,  and  she  had  resumed  the  use  of  her  maiden  name.  As  she  was 
competent,  prima  faiu,  when  called  and  examined,  the  burden  of 
showing  her  incompetency  wa»  on  the  prisoner,  who  alleged  it.  The 
testimony  ol  Mis.*  Yoke.  lo  which  we  have  just  referred,  was  given 
for  thai  purpose,  and  it  was  all  the  evirtenee  upon  that  suhject.  The 
(air  cflect  of  it  was  to  show  thai  no  legal  inBrri.igc  had  taken  pUcc; 
thai  \4isn  Yoke  had  been  cruelly  deceived,  and  thai  the  legal  wife  of 
(he  prisoner  lived  at  Gilmsnton,  N.  l-f.  Let  us  grant  that  if  the 
defrnilunt  had  been  on  trial  for  bigamy  the  tcMimony  ol  Miss  Yoke 
might  not  have  been  siiRicicntly  deAnite  as  lo  the  (art  of  the  first 
marriage  to  juitify  a  conviction  o(  the  defendant,  yet  we  must  rcinetn- 
bcr  that  so  far  as  the  competency  of  the  witness  was  concerned,  the 
burden  of  proof  was  not  on  the  Commonwealth. 

She  was  apparently  competent.  The  burden  of  e«tab1ishing  her 
incompetency  by  proof  of  a  lawful  marriage  between  himwH  and 
her  was  on  him  who  allcecd  il  The  leamcil  Juilge  would  have  been 
justified  in  doing  wh.1l  the  prisoner's  counsel  complain  that  hr  did 
not  do,  vin..  treal  this  question  of  competency  a»  a  queition  of  law, 
and  overnile  the  objection  to  her  testimony  at  once.  What  be  did 
was  more  favorable  to  the  prisoner  than  be  had  a  right  to  ask.    He 
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{submitted  the  question  of  the  legality  of  the  maniaitc  to  the  jury, 
instructing  them  that  if  llicy  found  it  lo  be  valid  they  should  reject 
the  testimony  o(  the  witness  altoKclhcr.  Wc  do  noi  sec  how  the 
prisoner  can  expect  successfully  to  complain  of  a  ruling  that  gave 
him  one  more  chance  fnr  a  favorable  decision  upon  the  question  of 
the  competency  of  the  witness  than  he  had  a  right  to  ask. 

The  firth  and  sixth  asiignnienu  are  in  effect  hui  a  dilTereni  mode 
of  raising  the  question  we  have  just  considcre<t.  They  cotnpUin  of 
the  nuhmii^iion  of  the  testimony  of  Mi&s  Voice  to  the  jury.  She  had 
been  examined  very  fully  as  to  the  movements  of  the  prisoner  on 
ihat  Sunday  on  wliieh  he  had  Stated  to  Mr.  Linden,  Superintendent  of 
Police,  thai  he  saw  and  arranged  the  dead  body  of  Piteiel  in  the 
Callowhill  Street  bouse.  This  evidence  the  learned  Judge  referred  to 
and  lubnittted  lo  Ihc  jury.  It  is  not  suggested  that  her  evidence  is 
not  fairly  repeated,  nor  that  any  statement  is  attributed  by  the  Court 
to  her  that  she  did  not  make.  The  burden  of  the  assignment  of  error 
must  therefore  be  that  the  testimony  was  treated  by  the  learned  Judj^e 
SB  competent  and  as  properly  before  the  jury.  This  was  nol  an  error 
for  the  reason  given  when  treating  of  the  tjueition  of  the  competency 
of  the  witness,  and  wc  do  not  sec  that  it  was  inconsistent  with  the 
action  of  the  learned  Judge  in  submitting  that  question  to  the  Jury, 
since  it  wa«  necessary,  at  least  provisionally,  to  cjtll  their  attention 
lo  the  cfTcct  of  the  testimony  and  the  questions  to  which  it  related. 
These  aisifirnmcnts  are,  therefore,  overruled. 

The  ihirifcnth  a<«igntnent  should  he  conicidcr«d  in  this  connection, 
as  it  is  directed  against  (he  action  of  the  Court  in  stibmiiTirig  to  the 
jury  the  question  of  the  cxislrncr  of  a  legal  marriage  between  the 
priiiOiier  and  Miss  Yoke  at  the  time  she  was  called  as  a  witness,  and 
the  direction  lo  them  to  consider  or  to  exclude  from  their  considera- 
tion her  testimony  as  they  might  find  upon  that  question.  We  have 
already  said  that,  while  the  submission  of  the  question  laigltt  nol 
have  been  ncceifMry.  we  cannot  see  tliat  tt  did  the  priHoiicr  any  harm. 
The  verdict  undoubtedly  shows  that  the  jury  decided  this  question 
against  the  prisoner.  But  so,  wc  think,  the  learned  Judge  should 
have  done  if  he  had  undertaken  to  pronounce  upon  the  cfTeei  of  Miss 
Yoke's  Icatimory  in  regard  to  the  legality  of  licr  marriage  to  the 
prisoner.  The  prisoner  cannot  complain  ihAt  !>lic  should  he  taken 
at  his  word  upon  this  question,  and  the  story  told  by  him  to  his  father's 
family,  which  Miss  Yoke  nftcrwardu  called  to  his  attention,  and  his 
excuse  made  to  her  for  marrying  her  while  he  had  a  wife  living  at 
Gilmanlon.  were  enough  to  discredit  the  alleged  marriage.  Wc  do 
not  sec  how  the  jury  or  the  Court  could  have  done  otherwise  than 
to  say  that  the  prisoner  had  not  suceevsfully  shown  the  witness  to  be 
incompclcnl.  and  whether  the  Court  ha<f  disposed  of  the  []uct>tion  in 
the  first  instance  hy  an  instniction.  or  allowed  the  jury  to  dispose 
of  it  without  any  controlling  direction  upon  the  subject,  the  prisoner 
had  no  ground  for  complaint 
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The  twelfth  assignment  is  to  the  refusal  of  the  I«ani«d  Judge  to 
allow  an  exception  lo  llic  opcainjc  address  of  the  diMrict  attorney. 
A»  we  undrrstsni]  the  situation  the  objcciiuii  to  the  opening  iddress 
wai  not  made  al  the  time  of  its  delivery,  but  several  days  lalcr,  near 
the  close  of  the  trial.  The  district  attorney  had  in  his  opcninK  sUlcd 
the  CASC  of  the  ComTiionwrallli.  Hr  liu'l  <tri;jtled  in  then  order  the 
incidents  connecting  the  priaoiicr  with  Pitcecl,  with  the  procurement 
of  the  policy  of  insurance  on  his  life,  with  his  subsriiiienl  death,  the 
identificaiton  of  the  body,  the  absorption  of  the  insurance  money  by 
Ihc  prisoner,  and  his  subsequent  movcmcnls.  He  called  attention  to 
the  part  taken  by  Alice  in  the  icicniification  of  her  biher'i  body  and 
lo  the  fact  that  she  wad  ke[>t  thereafter  front  a  meeting  with  her 
mother,  whom  the  prisoner  had  led  to  believe  that  her  husband  was 
still  alivc- 

Hc  then  spoke  of  the  remarkable  journeys  upon  which  Alice  and 
her  brother  and  sister  were  moved  in  one  group,  Mm.  Piteiel  and 
her  other  children  in  another,  and  Oeorgianna  Yoke  by  hertelf  or  in 
company  with  the  prisoner  in  a  third.  He  told  how  they  went  from 
place  to  place  near  to  each  other,  were  housed  at  the  same  time  in  ibe 
same  city,  but  always  without  mcctinR,  until  one  by  one  the  three 
members  of  the  gTotip  disappeared.  He  then  spoke  of  the  finding  of 
their  remains  and  of  the  powerful  array  of  circumstances  connecting 
the  prisoner  with  their  death  and  the  disposition  of  their  bodies.  The 
theory  lit  the  Commonwealth  was  that  the  motive  of  the  killinK  of 
Pitc/el  was  to  secure  the  insurance  money,  and  the  killins  of  Alice 
and  the  two  children  who  were  with  him  grew  out  of  his  desire  to 
prcvcm  Mrs,  Pitciel  from  knowing  of  the  death  of  her  huRlvaml  and 
of  her  subsequent  right  to  the  insurance  money.  The  several  homi- 
cides were  thus  alleged  to  be  connected,  to  have  common  motirc,  and 
to  form  parts  of  one  general  plan. 

In  opening  the  case  ii  was  natural  for  the  district  attorney  to  Mate, 
indeed  it  was  his  duty  towards  the  prisoner  to  state  fully  what  he 
intended  to  offer  lor  the  consideration  of  the  jury  beanng  upon  hia 
guilt.  This  he  did.  and  so  far  as  we  are  advised,  without  objectton 
from  the  court  or  the  prisoner.  The  trial  proceeded  upon  the  lines 
indicated  upon  the  opening,  tmlil  the  subject  of  the  disappearance  and 
aurder  oi  the  children  was  reached.  An  objection  was  then  inter- 
posed by  the  prisoner's  counsel  on  the  ground  that  the  evidence  oflercd 
was  intended  to  show  the  commission  of  an  independent  crime  not 
charged  in  the  indictment.  After  some  consideration  the  objection 
■was  sustained  by  the  learned  JaAgt  and  the  evidence  exclnded.  Then, 
as  wc  understand  (he  course  of  the  trial,  and  not  until  then,  the 
application  wbs  made  16r  leave  to  except  to  so  much  of  the  opening 
address  of  the  district  attorney  as  related  to  the  excluded  evidence. 
The  learned  Judge  well  said  in  answer  to  this  request  that  there  was 
no  method  by  which  an  exception  could  be  scaled  by  the  court  to  the 
statement)  in  the  address  of  an  attorney  days  after  they  had  been  nude; 
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aad  that  t(  any  suicment  made  by  ttic  district  attorney  hatl  been 
deemed  object iunable,  the  attcntiun  of  tlie  court  sliould  have  been 
called  tv  it  at  tlic  tiiuc  when  il  was  niade  and  when  its  currcctiun  wax 
possible.  To  this  u'e  are  disposed  to  add  another  coo&ide ration,  viz., 
Thit  such  a  practice  would  require  the  trial  judge  to  antict[vatc  the 
course  of  the  (rial  and  decide  upon  tlic  admiMibility  of  evidence  in 
advance  o{  its  being  offered. 

Wc  have  no  doubt  of  tlic  power,  nor  in  a  proper  case  of  the  duly, 
of  (he  court  to  supcrviEe  (he  addresses  of  counsel  so  fat  as  may  be 
necessary  to  protect  prisoners  or  parties  litigant  from  injurious  init- 
rcpresenialions  and  unfair  attack,  and  the  jury  from  being  misled. 
When  this  power  should  be  exercised  mutt  be  left  to  the  sound  dis- 
cretion of  the  Judge,  and  he  should  not  hesitate  to  act  wlicn  the  (air 
administration  of  justice  requires  him  to  do  so. 

But  there  was  nothing  in  the  address  of  the  district  attorney  io 
the  opening  of  the  case  of  the  Commonwealth  that  cither  the  defend- 
ant's counsel  or  Ih<;  Court  seemed  at  (he  time  to  think  reijitired  the 
exercise  of  this  discretionary  power.  The  subseiiucnt  action  of  the 
Court  in  rejecting  a  part  of  the  case  of  the  Commonwealth  did  not 
have  A  retrospective  effect  upon  the  opening  address-  It  <e  probable 
thai  the  learned  Judite  entertained  some  doubt  about  the  admissibility 
of  this  evidence,  and  gave,  as  he  should  always  do,  the  benefit  of  his 
doubt  to  the  prisoner.  But  if  lie  liad  admitted  il  we  arc  not  prepared 
to  say  that  it  would  have  been  in  error.  Assuming  the  correctness  of 
the  theory  of  the  Commonwealth,  the  evidence  was  admissible  under 
the  authoriiy  of  a  line  of  cases,  amonii  which  arc  Turner  vs.  Common- 
wealth. IVi  Pa.,  54;  Kramer  7rs.  Coinmonwcillh,  87  Pa.,  agg:  Com* 
fflonwcaltli  vs.  Gocrjon,  99  Pa.,  398;  and  Commonwealth  r/s.  Bell,  166 
Pa.,  405.  But  the  decision  of  this  qucsiinn  is  not  nccess-arily  involved. 
It  is  enough  for  the  purposes  of  this  case  to  dispose  of  the  question 
raised  by  the  assignment,  and  hold  that  there  was  no  error  in  refusing 
Ihe  request  for  an  exception  to  the  address  of  the  district  attorney 
inad«  several  days  after  the  address  had  been  cornpleted. 

Tbe  next  question,  followinic  the  natural  order  of  assignment,  is 
that  raised  by  the' eighth.  It  relates  to  the  admission  of  the  story 
told  by  Mrs.  Pitczel  about  the  manner  in  which  she  saw  and  rccott- 
nized  the  remains  of  three  of  her  children  within  a  few  weeks  after 
the  death  of  her  husband,  This  was  part  of  the  general  story  of  her 
search  after  her  husband,  whom  she  supposed  to  be  still  alive,  and 
the  three  children  who  were  kept  just  a  little  way  ahead  of  her  nniil, 
one  by  one,  (hey  had  disappeared.  Tlie  search  was  made  under.thc 
control  and  direction  of  the  prisoner.  She  lollowed  on  where  he 
promised  her  husband  would  come,  and  her  children  would  meet  her. 

During  all  this  lime  he  knew  her  husband  was  sleeping  in  the 
poller's  field.  He  knew  th«  first  the  boy  and  then  Alice  and  her 
sister  had  gone  out  of  sight  while  under  his  general  care,  and  their 
bodies  had  been  mutilated  or  concealed.    She  saw  the  children  or 
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tbeir  remains,  at  last.  When  and  huw  she  saw  them  abc  was  allowed 
to  suie.  and  to  tliat  extent,  at  least,  it  was  competent  for  tier  to 
speak  of  her  children  regardless  of  the  guetlton  raii«d  by  the  assicn- 
incnt  of  error  last  considered.  Tlic  whole  nary  at  Mrs.  Piteid  has 
a  unity  of  character;  and  its  incidents  arc  so  afiecifd  by  the  prisoner's 
act&  and  dccLarationa  in  regard  to  h'cr  huaband  a,nd  his  wlicicab«uts, 
that  we  do  not  see  any  re:isuii  for  icjeeimg  ;is  irrelevant  a.iiy  ponion 
of  it.  We  think  also  that  it  had  a  direct  bearing  upon  the  ijuc&tion 
of  motive.  Ai  least  it  was  for  the  jwry  to  say  from  it  whether  ihc 
perKiiient  concealment  of  Piteiefs  death  from  his  wile  and  his  repre- 
sentations to  her  that  Ihc  insurance  money  had  been  obtained  by 
fraud,  were  nut  induced  by  his  detiirc  to  encapc  litigation  over  the 
money  and  to  avoid  the  suspicion  of  murder  being  itarlcd  against 
him  in  her  mind. 

The  ninth  assignment  is  directed  towards  n  statement  made  by  the 
learned  Judge  in  his  charge  to  Ihc  iury.  Speaking  of  the  death  o[ 
Pitexcl,  he  Kitd:  "  Yuu  will  notice  liy  llic  tcslimony  which  was  read 
to  you  that  the  doctors  who  examined  him  say  his  death  was  caused 
by  chloroform  poisoninic,  and  that  it  could  not  have  been  self-adminis- 
tered." This,  it  is  alleged,  was  wholly  unwnrnmtcd  by  the  evi- 
dence. As  to  the  first  part  of  thb  statement,  there  could  be  no  com- 
plaint, for  the  fact  that  the  dcrcai^cd  came  to  his  death  by  chloroform 
poisoning  wa*  practically  conceded  by  the  prisoner.  The  contest  was 
over  the  question  whether  the  poison  from  which  he  died  was  self- 
ndniiniilercd,  and  hi«  death  due  to  suicide,  or  wnt  fehiniouxly  adminis- 
tered !>y  the  prisoner,  and  his  death  due  lo  murder. 

In  the  interview  which  was  tcslifiol  to  by  R,  }.  Linden,  Superinten- 
dent of  Police,  the  prisoner  gave  his  own  account  of  Pitcrd's  I'eatlu 
lie  found  him,  as  he  allcKcd.  on  the  floor  of  the  third-story  room  in 
the  Callowhilt  Street  house,  de.id.  He  said  he  wait  led  to  ihe  third 
floor  by  a  note  left  for  him  on  the  tabic  in  the  front  room  on  th* 
first  floor,  directing  him  lo  search  for  a  Inter  in  a  bottle  in  a  closet 
opening  off  the  same  room.  In  the  bottle,  he  says,  he  found  a  long 
letter  iclling  of  the  purpose  of  the  writer  lo  commit  suicide,  and  that 
his  body  would  be  found  on  the  third  floor  Going  lo  that  floor,  lie 
alleged,  he  found  Fitc^el  dead.  A  large  bottle  with  the  chloroform 
Stood  near  by,  and  leading  from  it  to  the  dead  man's  mouth  was 
a  tube  with  a  (luill  inserted  in  it  so  as  to  reduce  Ihc  aperture  for  the 
flow  of  fluid.  He  says  he  felt  that  the  appearance  of  suicide  should 
be  removed  or  a  defense  miHlii  he  made  to  the  policy  on  that  ground. 
To,do  this  he  dragged  the  body  down  to  the  second  floor,  broke  the 
bottle,  scattered  some  inflammable  liquid  over  the  face  and  beard  of 
the  dead  man  and  set  it  on  fire  in  give  to  the  body  and  the  apart- 
ment the  appearance  of  an  explosion  and  the  hapi>ening  of  death  hy 
aeeident.  The  theory  of  the  defense  included,  therefore,  the  idf^  that 
Pitoiers  death  wa«  due  to  chUroform  poisoninif.  and  Ihe  ohjection 
must  relate,  therefore,  only  lo  the  sutement  that  the  doctors  had 
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icstiliccJ  that  the  poison  coulil  not  liavc  been  sclf-adtninistcrcd.  The 
fHJst-morum  PUII1  iiuiion  had  dUclowl  the  pTc§ence  uf  an  ounce 
and  a  half  of  chloroiorm  in  tbc  stomach  at  that  time  Mow  did  it 
get  there?  As  ilic  storjf  of  ilie  pri.ioiier  indicated,  by  a  slow  pnjcess 
of  *eH-administralion  by  means  of  the  tube,  or  in  some  other  manner? 

Upon  this  subject  medical  experts  were  called.  They  ejcjjUtncd  Uic 
eRects  of  the  drutf  upon  the  nerves  and  the  tirain  and  upon  (he  hning 
o(  a  living  stomach.  They  gave  two  rcaanna  why  the  chloroform 
could  not  have  been  5e1f-admimstered  in  the  manner  nlleKed  by  the 
prisoner.  In  tht  Ar«,  the  intoxicating  quality  of  the  drug  would  cause 
such  scmi-cotificious  or  purely  invgluntary  motiuns  ol  thv  tnusclH  and 
chanRcs  in  the  head  and  body  ^.i.  wuuld  break  the  connection  facturcea 
the  bottle  and  the  mouth  by  mcatis  o(  the  alleged  tube.  In  the  next 
place,  the  chloroform  had  not  afTected  the  lining  ol  the  Momach;  in 
other  words,  it  had  been  introduced  into  the  stomach  after  death. 
This  testimony  fully  justified  the  sUtenieat  of  tli«  learned  Judge  now 
complained  of,  and  the  assiKntnent  of  error  is  overruled, 

The  eleventh  assignment  nlleges  error  in  the  aniwcr  to  a  point  sub- 
mitted on  Ijchalf  uf  the  prii^uncr.  The  instruclton  asked  by  the  point 
was  somewhat  involved.  It  was  in  substance  a  re<iucsl  for  an  instruc- 
tion that  if  the  jury  should  believe  the  deceased  died  from  chlorofOTTn 
poisoninK.  and  that  it  was  possible  for  him  to  have  administered  it  to 
hinucH.  and  thui  this  theory  was  as  consistent  with  the  facU  in  the 
caic  a»  that  it  wai  administered  with  criminal  intent  by  the  prisoner, 
then  the  verdict  should  be  not  Ruilty.  This  was  another  way  of 
saying  that  if  the  theory  suicide  was  as  contistent  with  the  facts 
as  the  theory  of  murder,  then  the  prisoner  should  be  acquitted,  imd 
it  night  have  been  affirmed  without  more.  The  answer.  thouRh  not 
categorical,  was  in  effect  an  affirmance.  It  was,  "If  you  believe  he, 
the  deceased,  did  it  himself,  why  of  course  the  prisancr  Is  not  guilty." 
Then  to  this  is  added  the  general  inslniction  that  the  burden  ol 
proving  the  guill  of  the  prisoner  beyond  a  rcasouabk  doubt  remains 
upon  the  Cninm  on  wealth  from  the  brginning  to  the  cnil  of  the  trial. 
If,  therefore,  the  jury  adopted  the  theory  of  suicide,  or  if,  being  unable 
to  adopt  it,  they  were  yet  unable  to  accept  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt 
the  theory  of  murder,  in  either  event  they  were  told  the  verdict  should 
be  not  guilty.  This  fully  guarded  the  rights  of  the  prisoner,  even  if 
it  be  conceded  that  categorical  afTirmance  of  the  point  would  have 
been  in  better  form. 

This  brings  us  naturally  to  the  tenth  ns-signment  of  error,  which 
denies  the  clearness  and  adequacy  of  the  exposition  by  the  learned 
Judge  of  the  doctrine  of  the  reasonable  doubt.  The  passage  from  the 
charge  emhodicd  in  the  assignment  of  error  is  the  least  important 
part  of  the  in.'itruclion  given  to  the  jury  upon  this  sntijert.  and  docs 
not  fairly  represent  the  learned  Judge.  He  said  in  immediate  con- 
nection with  the  patuge  complained  of.  "In  alt  criminal  cases,  gentle- 
men, it  is  essential  that  the  defendant  shall  be  convicted  by  evidence 
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which  )>cr»ua<Je9  the  jury  of  the  gulli  of  the  prisoner  beyond  a  rcaKm- 
able  doubt.  By  a  reasonable  doubt  1  do  not  ini>3n  an  obstinacy  oi 
a  resolution  not  to  consider  the  tcstimuny  o(  the  witnesses  CiJ<i\il\j. 
But  il  is  thai  condition  of  the  mind  in  which  hesitancy  arises  after 
having  given  the  evidence  2  fair  considcmlion  nnd  you  find  your- 
selves unable  to  come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  the  K^ilt  ul  the  prisoner." 
This  was  a  full  and  adequate  prcscnution  o\  the  subject.  Take  the 
passage  unbodied  in  the  assigament  in  connection  with  that  we  have 
just  e>^en,  and  thry  mand  in  tinmediale  connection  in  the  charge,  and 
it  is  apparent  that  the  prisoner  has  no  just  ground  of  complaint  be- 
cause the  doctrine  of  the  ccasonablc  doubt  was  not  fully  stated  and 
brought  into  sufficient  prominence. 

The  rcinaininfc  alignment  is  to  llic  whole  diargc,  which,  it  is 
iiiEistcd.  was  wanting  in  clearness,  was  not  impartial,  but  vns  calcu- 
lated to  prejudice  the  minds  of  the  jurors  against  the  prisoner  by 
giving  undue  prominence  to  such  circumstances  and  considerations 
at  were  hunful  to  him.  It  must  be  borni;  in  mind  that  (he  defendant 
called  no  witnesses.  Th«  evidence  before  the  Court  and  jury  was 
only  that  of  the  Commonwealth,  which  had  been  gathered  together 
for  the  purpose  of  clearing  up  the  mj^tery  surrounding  the  death  of 
Pitcjtel  and  Hxing  the  re»ponsihi1ity  for  it  upox  the  pri.soiicr.  Mis 
real  rdiance  was  uyon  the  reasonable  doubt  The  web  of  circum- 
stantial evidence  thai  had  been  woven  about  him  consisted  of  many 
threads,  but  tlie  web  taken  as  a  whole  was  strong.  Il  was  impossible 
for  the  learned  trial  Judge  to  present  the  case  to  the  jury  in  an 
inldligcnt  manner  without  the  strength  of  the  circumstantial  evidence 
being  felt.  This  was  not  due  lo  the  rhetoric  of  the  learned  Judge,  lor 
he  indulged  in  none.  It  was  due  to  the  convincing  character  of  the 
facts  and  circumstances  tlicmsclves.  and  to  the  comi>letencss  with 
which  an  adroitly  arranged  and  badly  executed  scheme  had  been 
unraveled  by  llic  Commonwealth  and  its  details  laid  helorc  the  Court 
and  jury. 

We  have  examined  this  charge  as  a  whole  carefully  and  with  a 
view  to  the  question  raised  by  this  atsignment.  and  we  cannot  agree 
that  it  is  inadequate,  or  that  it  is  wanting  in  bimess  O'f  spirit.  The 
evidence  was  reviewed,  for  the  benefit  of  the  jury,  with  reference  to 
its  bearing  upon  the  great  questions  submitted  to  them  tor  final  deter- 
mination. 

These  were  stated  in  their  proper  order.  First,  was  the  body  that 
was  found  in  the  Callowhill  Street  house  the  body  of  B.  P.  Piteael? 
This  seemed  to  be  quite  clear  of  any  difficulty.  Second,  if  the  body 
was  that  of  Pileiel.  did  his  death  result  from  chloroform  poisoning? 
This  was  asterted  a*  n  fact  by  the  medical  witnesses  and  was  ajsumcd 
by  the  prisoner  in  hh  .statement  to  Superintendent  Linden.  Third,  if 
PitMel  died  from  chloroform  poisoning,  was  the  pr>t*on  sell-adrntnis- 
tcred  with  suicidal  intent  or  was  it  feloniously  administered  by  the 
prisoner?    This  was  the  only  real  point  of  controversy.     Finally,  was 
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there  upon  the  whole  catc  a  rcwonabic  doubt  of  llie  pr>(io°cr'»  Kutlc 
of  the  murder  diarged  in  ihe  indictment?  Thi«  review  wa»  not  elabo- 
rate, but  it  was  >dc<]ustc.  it  presented  ihc  questions  of  fuel  cleu'ly, 
and  laid  down  tlu*  Ictcal  nilcs  by  which  the  jury  should  be  guided  in 
investigating  and  determining  tbcm.  We  arc  Kalisfied  that  ihi«  assign- 
ment is  withuut  merit  and  that  it  &hould  be  overruled. 

The  defendant  bad  a  fair  trial  and  tliat  is  all  he  had  a  right  to 
demand,  At  one  stage  of  the  trial  he  was  placed,  perhaps,  at  a  di«- 
idvantage  for  a  shun  lime  by  his  own  conduct  in  dismissing  hik  counsel 
and  auuming  the  responsibility  of  conducting  his  own  defense;  but 
the  Court  was  in  no  sense  responsible  for  this.  The  prisoner  and  his 
counsel  were,  and  the  learned  Judge  did  all  tliat  could  reasonably  be 
done  to  protect  him  from  himscU,  as  well  as  to  secure  to  him  a  fair 
trial  upon  evidence  restricted  to  circumttanco,  of  tlie  sdmi>sibitity  of 
which  there  was  no  reasonable  doubt.  In  no  respect  has  any  just 
ground  of  complaint  been  made  to  appear,  and  the  judgment  must  be 
aftiraied. 

It  may  be  well  before  concluding  tltis  case  to  say  that  the  o^jeet 
of  a  trial  before  a  jury  is  to  ascertain  with  as  much  certainly  as  can 
be  attained  in  a  human  tribunal  the  Rudt  or  innocence  of  one  charged 
with  crime.  When,  as  tlic  result  of  such  a  trial,  a  verdict  has  bc«n 
rendered  against  the  prisoner,  it  ought  nut  to  be  set  aside  by  the 
trial  Judge  or  by  proceedings  in  a  court  of  error,  unless  in  some 
essential  particular  the  trial  has  been  erroneous.  No  merely  technical 
or  formal  objection  not  affecting  ihe  result  should  be  listened  to.  It 
is  neither  lor  the  credit  of  the  courts,  nor  for  the  interests  of  society, 
nor  docs  it  tend  towards  the  repression  of  mob  violence,  or  the  pre- 
servation of  good  order,  that  Ihe  course  of  justice  should  be  blocked 
or  turned  aside  by  technical  objections  which,  however  vahuiblc  they 
may  have  once  been,  arc  now,  and  long  have  been,  empty  shells;  or  by 
verbal  distinctions  that  in  this  age  mark  no  real  differences.  The 
prisoner  has  been  found  guifly  of  murder  in  the  first  degree,  by  a 
jury,  alter  a  protracted  and  fair  trial.  No  substantial  error  in  thit 
trial  has  been  pointed  out.  The  evidence  fully  sustains  the  verdict  and 
we  are  not  di.<po«ed  to  dii-turb  ii.  All  the  alignments  of  error  are 
overruled  and  the  judgnLcnl  appealed  from  is  aflirmcd. 


A  DRAMATIC  CALIFORNIA  INCIDENT. 

The  general  agent  of  a  life-iiisurance  company  walked  into 
the  office  of  the  Coast  Rn'inif.  in  San  Francisco,  one  day,  and, 
accepting  the  ptx>Pfered  easy-chair  of  tlic  editor,  resigned  him- 
self to  the  consolation  of  a  fmpfrant  weed.  Always  genial. 
he  was  in  a  most  agreeably  talkative  mood,  and  was  gradually 
led  into  some  of  the  intcrcstinc  reniinisccnces  of  a  busy  life. 
A  surprising  experience 'of  years  before  was  fresh  in  his  mind, 
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recalled  while  ransacking  old  papers.  The  story  dated  bade 
to  1867,  aiid  he  related  it  as  follows: 

One  da}'  ai  fine- looking,  full-hearded  man  entered  my  of- 
fice and  quietly  asked  (or  a  policy  o(  $5,000  on  his  life.  Any 
doubt  as  to  llic  sanity  of  a  man  who  without  solicitation 
would  apply  for  life  insurance,  was  spccciily  dispcllcvl  by  two 
or  three  questions.  While  not  familiar  with  the  "plans"  of 
life  insurance,  nor  with  rates,  he  had  a  clear  idea  of  what  he 
wanted,  and  said  it  %vas  enough  for  htm  to  know  tliat  tiiy  com- 
pany was  a  legitiniate  enterprise,  with  millions  to  back  up  its 
contracts  of  insurance.  I  s^>eedily  filled  his  application  for  a 
twenty-year  endowment  policy  in  the  sum  of  Ss.ooo.  payable, 
in  the  event  of  death,  to  his  affiaiiccd  bride  or  wife,  as  the  ca-ic 
might  be.  The  first  year's  premium  was  paid  and  the  ^pli- 
cant  was  handed  an  interim  binding  receipt,  awaiting  the 
acce(>taiice  or  rejection  of  the  application  by  tlie  company. 
Placing  the  receipt  in  his  pocket,  the  gentleman,  in  a  word 
or  two  casually  dropped,  displayed  a  confidential  mood  which 
I  thought  «t1I  to  encourage.  He  was  an  ex-captaiu  of  t!ic 
Union  army,  and  wjis  then  in  receipt  of  a  fair  income  from 
some  source  which  I  have  forgotten.  He  had  become  enam- 
ored of  "  a  handsome  and  amiable  young  lady  '* — a  man's 
sweetheart  is  always  so,  is  she  not? — met  al  the  hotel  where 
they  both  were  boarding,  if  my  memory  serves  me.  He 
designed  this  policy  as  a  wedding  gift  for  his  bride,  though 
the  wedding  was  not  to  take  place  for  two  or  three  months  at 
least. 

I  bowed  my  visitor  out,  with  little  thought  of  the  sequel  of 
our  pleasant  inter\-iew.    I  never  again  saw  him  alive. 

The  application  was  duly  accepted  Liid  the  policy  was  for- 
warded to  me.  It  was  placed  in  t'l,*  office  safe,  awaiting  the 
reappearance  of  the  ex-captain,  who  never  came.  Two  months 
later  the  morning  papers  contained  the  shocking  intelligence 

that  Captain  had  been  killed  by  a  fall  from  an  upper 

window  of  a  building  standing  where  the  Grand  Hotel  now  is. 
The  dead  man  was  my  strange  visitor.  He  had  walked  out 
of  the  window  while  asleep,  it  was  said,  and  did  not  recover 
conscioustness  during  the  few  minutes  of  life  remaining  to 
him.    The  death  of  a  man  so  recently  insured  by  me  was 
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startling.  The  $$jooo  loss  to  my  company  on  a  policy  on 
wliich  only  one  premium  tiail  bcai  paid  was  uiifurtuii^c.  but 
1  \\^  saddciidl  also  by  a.  rcaJ  sympathy  wiUi  the  matily  c^taiu 
and  liis  bereaved  bride. 

As  a  matter  of  formal  duty,  and  wholly  without  suspicion 
of  the  discovoy  in  reserve.  I  iminediatdy  visited  tlie  scene  of 
the  accictenL  Tlie  body  of  the  captain  lay  on  a  lounge  in  an 
upstairs  room.  I  recognized  his  face  a*  a  glance  as  the  cloth 
tt'as  turned  down  to  permit  the  requested  view  of  the  features 
of  the  corpse.  A  few  ciucstions  elicited  the  information  Uiat 
the  captain  lodged  in  the  building,  and  that  his  affianced  also 
lived  there.  The  story  of  his  fatal  accident  was  rt^ieaied,  with 
interesting  details  which  had  not  appeared  in  the  daily  prints. 
The  ca^nain  was  a  somnambulist  or  sleep-walker,  his  friends 
had  said.  The  room  where  he  had  slept  on  the  fatal  night 
u-as  shown  to  me.  It  was  small,  with  one  small  window. 
ExDmiiitng  the  window,  out  of  which  it  was  alleged  the  cap- 
tain had  walked  in  his  sleep,  I  was  struck  with  the  difficulty 
of  walking  out  of  so  small  a  window  with  so  high  a  sill.  The 
affair  began  to  have  a  suspicious  aspect.  It  was  clear  that  the 
captain  had  not  walked  out  of  the  window  in  his  sleep.  The 
room  hnre  none  of  the  disorderly  traces  of  a  drunken  man, 
and  I  dismissed  as  improbable  the  thought  that  the  captain 
had  clambca-d  out  of  the  window  and  fallen  while  intoxicatcrl. 
The  conclusion  was  that  the  unfortunate  man  had  either  com- 
milted  suicide  while  temporarily  insane,  or  had  been  murdered 
for  the  insurance  money,  I  feared,  with  a  queer  feeling  at  my 
heart 

My  resolution  wbs  taken  instantly.  Tlie  coroner's  jury  had 
returned  a  verdict  o(  "  accidental  dislocation  of  tlie  neck  from 
a  fall  while  asleep";  but  I  detcnuincd  to  employ  a  physician 
and  two  detectives.  Informing  the  attendants  of  my  early 
return,  I  immediately  rq>iurc<i  to  a  detective  agency  and  to 
the  office  of  a  disinterested  physician.  Thirty  minutes  later 
we  three  met  at  the  lodging  house  or  boarding  house  or  what- 
ever it  was.  The  doctor  made  a  thorough  examination  of  the 
corpse,  but  fotmd  no  evidence  of  violence.  It  was  pcKcctly 
clear,  he  said,  that  the  man  hat!  fallen  and  that  his  neck  was 
"  broken."    The  detectives  examined  the  personal  effects  and 
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the  sleeping  room  of  Die  deceased,  and  took  the  exact  dimen- 
sions and  tfkvation  of  tbc  window  from  the  ground  and  the 
floor.  Thtfy  n^jrtcd  some  suspicions  entertained  by  the 
neighbors,  but  gave  mc  no  evidence  that  materially  strength- 
ened my  suspicions.  In  the  mean  time  I  sought  and  ol)taine<l 
an  i»ler\-icw  with  the  bride,  A  little  ct)nvcrsati<>n,  added  to 
tlic  whisperings  brought  to  mc  by  the  detectives,  assure*!  mc 
that  the  "beautiful  and  amial}1e"  bride  and  beneficiary  was  a 
loose  character.    Announcing  myself  as  the  general  agent  of 

the  ■  Life  Insurance  Company,  and  upon  the  strength 

of  that  position,  I  asked  some  very  pointed'  and  ]>ersonal 
questions.  If  the  frail  lady  blushed  at  any  of  lliem,  her 
blushes  were  invisible  beneath  the  rouge,  I  came  away  satis- 
fied in  my  own  mind  ihat  the  "bride"  had  conspired  with 
others  to  drug  the  captain  and  throw  him  out  of  the  window 
upon  the  pavement  below,  in  the  belief  tlial  the  fall  would  kill 
him.  But  how  coutd  I  prove  it  in  tlie  face  of  tlie  evidence 
and  the  coroner's  verdict? 

Two  years  after  the  death  of  the  captain  there  strutted  into 
my  office  a  well-known  sporting  character,  now  living  in  Oak- 
land. I  think.     ?Ie  is  known  as  Major ;  let  us  call  him 

Major  Tea.     Approaching  the  counter,  he  threw  down  before 

me  the  identical  binding  receipt  I  had  given  Captain  

for  his  premium  on  a  $S,ooo  endowancnt  policy.  "  Why  has 
that  insurance  never  been  paid  to  the  beneficiar>'? "  he 
brusquely  demanded.  I  picked  up  the  receipt  and  invited  the 
sporting  "major"  into  the  private  office.  Closing  the  door 
softly,  and  motioning  liim  to  a  seat,  I  drew  my  own  cliair 
close  to  his.  facing  liim.  After  a  few  moments'  silence,  I  thus 
addressed  him.  as  impressively  as  possible: 

"  You  ask  mc  why  the  policy  on  (he  life  of  the  late  Captain 

has  never  been  paid.    It  was  never  paid  because  the 

bcncficiaiy,  Miss  ,  the  betrothed  bride,  murdered  the 

captain!  " 

"  Mtu-dcrcd! "  cjcclaimed  the  major, 
you?" 

"  Tills  evidence."  .uid  I.  "  Tlic  captain  and  his  '  bride,' 
and  two  men  and  women  besides,  had  a  hilarious  time  the 
night  before  the  fate!  'accident.'     He  was  too  large  a  man 


"  What  evidence  have 
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¥  to  walk  out  that  little  slecping-duunher  window  had  the  sill 

I  been  a.  luw  one.     He  was  carnal   to   his  room,  dnink   or 

I  druggeil,   anil   thrown    from   die  windowl     The  distance   he 

I  felt  was  not  sufHcietit  to  kill  him.     I  can  prove  tliat  he  was 

I  a&sistc<l  to  liis  (l-cI  and  M'as  conscious.     The  conspirators  did 

I  not  know  that  a  passcr-hy  assisted  him  into  the  house.     TItey 

I  prubably  administered  a  drug,  or  persuaded  him  to  drink  him- 

'  self  into  unconsciousness.    Then  the  cold-blooded  murderers 

deliberately  twisted  the  unconscious  captain's  head  until  they 
dislocated  his  ncckt    Then  he  died,  and  not  until  then." 

I  told  the  major  this  willi  all  the  inipressivencss  and  dra- 
matic force  that  1  could  summon.  I  told  ii  with  good  effect, 
too.  for  he  turned  ghastly  pale,  and  exclaimed  in  trembling 
tones: 

"  My  Godl  I  knew  nothing  of  these  facts.  I  am  innocent 
of  any  connection  with  the  aflEair,  and  only  present  the  claim 
at  tlie  request  of  Uie  woman." 

''  We  will  not  discuss  the  nialter  any  further,"  said  I  mean- 
ingly. "Here  is  that  receipt.  Take  it  back  to  the  woman, 
and  tell  her  that  if  it  is  not  returned  to-morrow  by  lo  o'clock, 

together  with  a  receipt  in  full  for  all  claims  against  the 

Life  Insurance  Company,  I  shall  have  you  both  in  prison  cells 
by  to-morrow  afternoon  at  3  o'clock!" 

On  the  following  morning,  ju&t  before  10  o'clock,  in  walked 
the  major  with  the  binding  receipt  I  had  given  the  captain,  and 
with  a  receipt  in  full  of  all  claims  against  the  company  by  the 
"  bride."  The  major  turned  on  his  heel  and  walked  out  of  the 
-  office  without  a  word.  I  see  him  occasionally  on  the  street, 
but  he  does  not  so  much  as  recognize  me  with  a  look,  and 
has  never  spoken  or  written  to  me  a  word  on  the  subject  of  the 
murder  since  the  memorable  afternoon  when  he  left  my  office 
in  such  haste  and  fear. 

.\  part  of  my  dramatic  doclaraiion  of  evidence  of  the  murder 
I  knew  was  true,  and  the  remainder  I  believe  was  true;  but 
if  the  major  and  the  woman  had  understood  the  extent  of  the 
testimony  at  my  command,  thc>>  would  not  have  been  so  tract- 
able. I  stumbled  upon  the  truth,  however,  as  the  result  of 
my  investigations  and  reflections:  and  the  conspirators  were 
glad  enough  to  call  it  "  quits."  and  get  oS  with  life  and  Uberty. 
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EAST  1ND[AN  TREACHERY. 

India,  it  appears,  has  not  escaped  the  contagion  from  which 
the  Western  nations  have  suffered  in  the  line  of  fraudulent 
invasion  of  the  treasuries  of  insurance  companies,  as  a  hrief 
narrative  of  a  recent  example  will  show.  A  man  named 
Anarlcto  Duanc.  described  as  a  landlord^  and  residing  in 
Bombay,  applied  to  the  Sun  Life  Assurance  Company  of 
Canada,  head  office  m  Montreal,  for  insurance,  and  a  policy 
for  Ks.  10,000  was  issuctl  in  March,  189$-  By  its  terms  it 
was  payable  to  his  legal  reiircscnitatives,  but  was  shortly  after 
assigned  to  a  chum  with  whom  he  was  on  tenns  of  intimate 
friendship,  Franijois  Xavier  Konseca,  absolutely.  On  May 
17th,  the  assured  died  rather  suddenly  of  "  fever  and  bron- 
chitis." according  to  tht  attending  physician's  statement,  and 
about  the  end  of  May  a  demand  for  payment  was  made  on 
the  local  manager  in  Bombay,  Mr.  Ellis.  On  looking  into 
the  matter  Mr.  iillis  found  the  case  required  investigation 
before  he  could  recommend  the  company  to  pay.  Konseca, 
the  assignee,  he  learned,  was  only  a  baihff  in  the  Small  Causes 
Court,  in  Bombay,  at  the  slender  salary  of  Rs.  20  per  month 
only.  This  increased  suspicion,  and  after  gatiicring  consider- 
able collateral  information  Mr.  Ellis  put  the  case  into  the 
hands  of  the  police. 

At  the  house  of  the  deceased  it  was  learned  that  about  two 
or  three  hours  before  death  he  had  been  out  drinking  freely 
with  the  assignee.  At  8  o'clock  in  ihe  morning  Duarte 
returned  home  to  breakfast,  and  stated  that  Foiiseca  had  given 
him  a  "  glass  of  rum  and  a  pill."  Shortly  after  sittii^  down 
to  breakfast,  be  was  taken  with  violent  spasms  and  died  within 
a  few  niituites.  A  doctor,  who  was  in  the  habit  of  attending 
the  assured  in  the  past,  was  called  on  to  write  a  certificate  to 
the  effect  that  the  deceased  had  died  of  fever,  but  refused  to 
do  this,  as  he  had  not  seen  Duane  for  about  six  months.  He 
added,  however,  tliat  he  was  not  astonished  that  Duarte  hail 
died  Midtlenly.  for  he  knew  he  had  heart  disease,  and  was 
addicted  to  excessive  drinking. 

.^bout  three  weeks  after  burial  the  body  was  exhumed,  and 
the  stoniacli  was  exaniitn-d  by  the  Goot  analyst,  who  found  in 
it  one  grain  of  8ti>'chnia.     Fonseca  was  then  arrested  for 
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murder,  and  the  jury,  after  a  sittinp  of  38  days,  brought  in  a 
verdict  of  guilty  by  one  majority,  and  he  was  then  sentenced 
to  death. 

The  doctor  who  made  the  examination  kept  back  from  the 
mana^rs  of  tlie  Sun  Life  Assurance  Company  infnnnation  o( 
vital  importance,  and  the  doctor  who  filled  up  the  statcraic-nt 
in  the  claim  papers  never  attended  the  assured  in  his  last  illness 
and  never  even  saw  him. 


A  FRENCH  WIFE  DESTROYER. 

An  investigation  at  Versailles  of  charges  against  a  fanner 
named  Lecomte,  for  repeateilly  attempting  the  life  of  his  wife 
for  assurance  money,  developed  a  history  of  crime  with  a 
strange  ending.  Lecomlc.  who  lived  at  Orgc^Til.  was  a  man 
about  36  years  old,  and  of  sinister  aspect  Over  his  peasant 
blouse  he  wore  an  overcoat,  according  to  the  usual  custom 
of  farmers,  and  a  colored  handkcrdiicf.  Madame  Lecomte 
\vas  a  few  years  younger  tlian  her  exemplary  lord  and  master, 
whose  murderous  intents  she  successfully  thwarted,  so 
that  she  was  able  to  appear  a^insl  him.  The  details  of  the 
case  threw  some  interesting  lights  on  French  peasant  life. 
Lecomte  had  a  farm  which  brought  him  in  about  3t,ooo  f.,  or 
ir,240  a  year.  His  first  wife  had  a  good  dowry,  but  after  her 
death  Lecomte  neglected  his  affairs,  and  in  a  few  years  was 
in  serious  difficulties.  Lecomte  was  introduced  to  Mile.  Chau- 
vin,  from  Paris,  who  was  one  of  those  demoiselles  avcc  tache 
mentioned  periodically  in  marriage  advertisements  in  the 
papers.  Mile.  Chauvin  had  a  dot  of  nearly  £500,  which,  al- 
though small,  wotdd  enable  Lecomte  to  tide  over  temporary 
difficulties.  The  marriage  took  place  in  due  course,  and 
shortly  afterwards  Lecomte  insured  the  life  of  his  wile  in  two 
companies  for  sums  amounting  altogether  to  about  €1.500. 
Then  he  set  to  work  to  enmlate  the  Burgias.  He  began  by 
dropping  small  doses  of  arsenic  into  his  wife's  lea.  but  that 
lady,  without  having  precisely  a  cast-iron  interior,  was  evi- 
dently of  robust  constitution,  for  the  poison  took  no  effect 
upon  her.  Madame  Lecomte  in  the  meantime  had  her  sus- 
picions, yet  strange  to  say  she  communicated  them  to  nobody, 
but  watched  and  waited.    Her  husband  next  dosed  her  soup, 
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but  bungled  over  the  operation,  inasmuch  as  he  persisted  in 
serving'  it  at  dinner,  which  was  aJtogethcr  contruy  to  his  usual 
custom.  Accordingly  Madame  Lccomtc  asked  licr  channing 
partntT  to  partake  of  some  of  the  delicacy  liimseli,  but  he 
refused  plumply,  saying  that  he  had  already  taken  his  portion. 
The  woman  hereupon  boldly  accused  her  husband  of  suiister 
intentions,  but  as  he  protested  against  her  want  of  confidcQce, 
she  still  remained  silent  and  kept  her  secret  to  herself.  Le- 
cuinte  now  tried  another  plan  of  demolishing  his  better  half. 
Wheii  they  were  driving  home  in  the  dark  one  night  from 
Poissy  the  fellow  entieavorcd  to  frighten  his  wife  by  telling 
her  that  tlie  road  was  infested  by  footpads,  and  that  he  had 
once  been  attacked  himself.  Suddenly  tlie  lantern  of  the 
vehicle  was  put  out.  and  Madame  Lecomte,  suspecting  some- 
thing, felt  in  her  husband's  big  coat  pocket  in  which  he  usually 
kept  hi*  revolver,  and  found  to  her  horror  that  the  weapon 
bad  been  removed  therefrom.  "  Give  me  your  hand,"  »he  said; 
"I'm  afraid!"  and  for  ten  minutes  she  grasped  her  husband's 
left  hnnd,  his  right  being  devoted  to  directing  the  horse. 
Without  warning,  however,  he  threw  down  the  reins  and  fired 
t«'ice  at  his  companion.  She  fell  back  in  the  carriage,  and. 
being  but  slightly  wounded,  pretenJcd  to  be  dead,  feeling  that 
if  she  stirred  she  would  be  killed  outright,  as  tliere  were  still 
three  bullets  in  the  revolver.  Lccomtc  whipped  up  his  hoTSe, 
and  drove  up  to  tlic  mayors  office,  at  Orgeval,  where  he 
recounted  that  his  wife  had  been  shot  dead  by  footpads.  He 
was  disagreeably  siu^iriscd  to  find  her  still  alive;  so  she  was 
taken  home,  and  a  squad  of  gendarmes  was  sent  out  to  scour 
(he  countrysitle  for  the  fictitious  robbers.  While  his  wife  was 
ill,  Leconitc  renewed  his  experiments  with  the  arsenic  a  third 
time,  and  was  seen  b)-  a  servant — not,  however,  before  Madame 
Lecomte  had  taken  the  dose.  The  poor  woman.  «hat  with 
her  wounds  and  the  poison,  was  at  death's  door,  but,  wonderful 
to  relate,  again  recovered.  Lecomte  was  arrested,  but  denied 
his  guilt  in  the  feeblest  manner.  He  accused  the  servants  of 
the  attempLi  to  polwn  Matlamc  Lecomte,  and  in  court  could 
offer  no  otlicr  defense.  His  victim  was  questioned  as  to  her 
extraordinary  patience  and  reticence  respecting  llie  repeated 
efforts  made  by  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  to  get  rid  of  her.  and 
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this  most  amazing  of  stepmothers  answered  that  she  adored 
Lvcuinte's  UtUc  boy — the  child  of  the  rascal's  first  marri^c — 
and  could  nul  bring  herself  to  accu&e  llie  father. 


AN  AUSTRJAN  TRIPLE  WIFE  MURDER. 

A  case  of  homicide  witfi  intent  tu  defraud  life-insurance 
companies  is  reported  from  Austria,  which  reveals  an  unusual 
degree  of  enormity  in  crime  of  tJiis  character.  A  shoemaker 
of  Graz,  uanicd  Zottcr,  who  was  bom  at  Foiling  in  1839,  ttiar- 
Tied  his  first  wife,  a  widow,  in  1871,  At  this  period  he  estab- 
lished a  matrimuual  atid  rcal-cstat«  agency.  He  effected  an 
insurance  on  tlie  life  of  his  wife  in  Uie  Janus,  of  Vienna,  to  the 
amouiil  of  1,000  Boriiis.  She  died  in  1875,  and  tlic  company 
paid  ttie  claim  on  proof  of  loss,  the  cause  of  death  alleged  in 
llie  certificate  being  typhoid  fever.  Soon  afterward  Zoltcr 
married  another  widow,  the  proprietor  of  a  coffee-house,  whom 
he  also  had  insured  in  the  Janus  for  1,000  florins.  The  twain 
removed  to  the  village  of  Gratwein,  where  they  opened  .1  beer 
saloon.  Ten  days  after  marriage  the  second  wife  died,  and 
the  cause  assigned  was  some  affection  of  the  lungfs.  There 
being  no  suspicion  of  foul  play,  the  Janus  promptly  paid  the 
amount  of  the  policy.  This  was  squandered  in  riotous  living 
in  a  short  time,  and  on  the  6th  of  February,  1878.  he  again 
married  a  widow,  Mary  Schaucr,  tlie  possessor  of  750  florins. 
Soon  after  this  third  marriage  he  cUTected  upon  his  new  wife 
an  insurance  for  i.ooo  florins  in  the  same  company,  the  Janus. 
On  the  first  of  April,  1878.  tlic  only  daughter  of  his  wife  died. 
The  girl  had  524  florins  of  her  own,  wliich  her  mother,  as  the 
natural  heir,  took  possession  of.  About  this  time  it  was  anony- 
mously whispered  to  the  officers  of  tlie  Janus  that  ZoUvt  had 
murdered  his  first  two  wives,  and  also  his  step-datightcr,  in 
order  to  obtain  the  amounbt  of  the  pnllcies  on  the  former,  and 
with  a  view  to  securing  by  additional  crime  the  inheritance 
left  by  tlie  latter.  On  investigation,  however,  there  was  not 
evidence  sufficiently  strong  to  justify  prosecution,  and  further 
effort  was  suspended.  Meanwhile,  Zottcr  allowed  the  policy 
in  the  Janus  to  lapse  for  want  nf  payment,  and  took  nut  a  policy 
in  another  company,  the  Vaterlandischen,  of  Elberfeld.  for 
1,500  florins.     Immediately  aftenvard  the  wife  died,  and  the 
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evidence  this  dine  was  so  strong  against  the  nicoister  who  had 
become  eiiiboldcnct)  by  success  Uiat  escape  from  retributive 
justice  wa&  itn|mssibk,  and  prompt  conviction  was  followed 
by  sentence  to  be  imniediatcly  hanged. 

A  SENSATIONAL  POISONING  CASE  IN  PRUSSIA. 

A  trial  in.tlic  Assize  Court  at  Prcnzlau,  in  November,  1895* 

whidi  excited  widespread  interest  in  Gennany,  ended  in  the 
conviction  and  sentence  of  the  parties  implicated.  These  were 
a  tradesman  named  Hermann  Springstein,  and  his  sister, 
Augusle,  widow  of  a  locksniiLli  named  Bock.  They  were 
accused  of  poisoning,  between  1886  and  1895,  no  fewer  than 
seven  persons,  including  their  father  and  mother,  the  male 
prisoner's  wife,  the  liusband  of  the  female  prisoner  Bock,  her 
son  Alfred  lioek,  and  an  unmarried  woman  named  Fiebelkom, 
But  the  indictment  upon  which  tltey  were  arraigned  was  limited 
to  a  single  one  of  these  crimes— the  murder  of  the  male  pris- 
oner's wife,  on  March  7,  18^5,  wilh  premeditation — the  other 
charges  being  investigated  collaterally.  A  motive  for  the 
alleged  crimes  was  suggested  by  the  fact  that  the  lives  of  the 
deceased  persons  had  been  insured  for  considerable  sums. 

Hermann  Springslein.  though  latterly  keeping  a  grocery 
store,  was  a  blacksmith  by  trade,  and  had  also  dabbled  in  vet- 
erinary surgery,  in  connection  with  which  he  acquired  some 
knowledge  of  poisons.  He  lived  at  Konigsbcrg  until  1893, 
when  he  removed  to  Anklani.  and  thence  to  I'asewalk,  his 
sister  Augxiste  keeping  house  for  him.  At  Pasewalk.  in  July, 
1893,  he  married,  and  in  May  of  the  following  year  he  came 
(to  Prenzlau.  His  wife  died  suddenly  on  March  7th  last,  alter 
ail  attack  of  cramp,  to  which  Springstein  said  she  was  subject. 
Dr.  Bcutlich,  the  family  doctor,  next  day  gave  a  certificate  to 
the  effect  that  Mrs.  Springstein  had  died  from  spasmodic  con- 
striction of  the  larynx.  The  body  was  exhumed  a  fortnight 
later  by  order  of  the  Public  Prosecutor.  An  examination  of 
the  intestines  made  by  Dr.  BischofF,  the  police  chemical  expert 
in  Berlin,  established  the  presence  of  0.034  grammes  of  strych- 
nine in  the  stomach  and  intestines,  while  perceptible  traces 
of  the  same  poison  wrre  found  in  otlier  viscera.  The  life 
of  the  deceased  had  been  insured  by  her  husband  for  3.000 
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marks,  llie  attenlioD  of  the  authorities  was  then  turned  to 
six  other  cases  of  death  under  suspicious  circumstances  which 
had  occiirrcd  io  tiw  prisoner's  liousehold  between  iS86  and 
1892,  while  Spririgbtein  was  living  at  Koiiigsberg.  The  brother- 
in-law's  life  was  insured  for  12,000  marks.  The  bodies  of  these 
persons  were  also  cxlmnied.  but  lltough  (races  of  arsenic  were 
fouiiil  in  Uie  intestines  of  Springstein's  parents,  the  poison  was 
not  present  in  suflicient  quantities  to  justify  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  the  cause  of  death.  The  ljotlie.1  were,  however,  in 
an  advanced  slate  of  decomposition.  Springstein  was  alleged 
to  have  been  in  the  habit  of  making  his  wife  drunk,  and  the 
woman  frequently  complained  tliat  after  drinking  liquor  given 
to  her  l)y  her  husband,  ami  also  after  eating  food  prepared  by 
the  female  prisoner,  she  suffered  from  cramps  in  the  throat, 
such  as  might  be  occasioned  by  strychnine  poisoning.  Quan- 
tities of  strj'clininc,  sulphuric  acid,  and  other  poisons  were 
found  in  Springstein's  house. 

Twenty-five  witnesses,  including  three  experts,  were  cited  for 
ilic  prosecution. 

Springstcin  was  a  iK>wcrfuIly-l>uih,  unkempt  man  of  rough 
exterior,  and  his  sister  a  common-looking  woman,  speaking 
with  a  strong  Ucrlin  lower-class  accent.  Doth  maintained  a 
callous  demeanor  during  the  proceedings,  the  woman  on  sev- 
eral occasions  impudently  interrupting  the  presiding  judge  in 
the  course  of  Iiis  questioning. 

The  prisoners  having  pleaded  not  guilty,  the  President  pro- 
ceeded lo  interrogate  them  as  to  the  death  of  their  fatlicr. 
Springstcin.  in  reiily,  describt-il  life  iii  the  paternal  household 
as  being  wretched  in  the  extreme.  He  and  his  father  fre- 
quently came  to  blows,  and  had  quarrels  of  the  most  violent 
character.  His  father  drank  heavily,  and  prisoner  alleged  that 
his  sudden  death  was  the  result  of  drink. 

Interrogated  as  to  his  veterinary  practice,  Springstcin  said  it 
was  true  that  he  had  insured  the  lives  of  cattle  for  large  sums, 
hut  he  repudiated  ihc  suggcslion  that  he  had  poisoned  them 
in  order  to  obtain  the  insurance  money.  He  admitted  that  he 
had  recommended  to  his  brother  a  certain  vegetable  poison 
ivhicli  he  described  as  sure  and  effectual,  leaving  no  traces 
beliinil.  Springsleiii  <l(.nied  that  he  had  poisoned  the  young 
woman  named  Ficbelkorn. 
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The  Public  Prosecutor.  Hcrr  Ungcr,  here  pointed  out  that 
shortly  after  Spriiigstcin  senior's  dcatli  tlic  woman  in  tiucstiou 
expressed  tiic  belief  that  he  had  been  poisoned.  Two  days 
later  she  was  dead  herself. 

His  mother,  prisoner  said,  had  died'  after  Urinking  some  very 
strong  coffee.  She  had  to  go  out  and  dig  potatoes  one  niglu, 
and  liis  sister  handed  licr  a  eup  of  cofTce  before  she  left  the 
house. 

Several  witnesses  testified  that  on  the  evening  in  question 
the  old  woman,  while  slic  was  working,  suddenly  screamed  out 
that  she  had  been  poisoned,  and  asked  for  a  drink  of  milk. 
Some  milk  and  water  was  handed  her  by  a  neighbor,  but  she 
died  soon  afterwards. 

Prisoner  stated  that  his  mother  might  possibly  have  taken 
arsenic  in  mistake  for  salts.  In  explanation  of  his  being  tn 
possession  of  poisons,  Springstein  alleged  that  he  sold  quan- 
tities of  poison  for  killing  foxes. 

Tlic  female  prisoner,  qwestioned  as  to  the  manner  of  her 
husband's  death,  said  his  lungs  were  not  strong,  and  he  was 
also  troubled  with  his  heart  and  stoniacli.  The  poison  found 
on  biin  was,  she  declared,  quite  harmless. 

One  witness  stated  that  on  one  occasion  Mrs.  Bock  remarked 
to  her.  "  There  were  six  deaths  in  our  house  this  year — my 
mother,  my  husband,  and  my  son,  two  horses  and  a  dog."  add- 
ing "  and  the  dog  had  the  finest  funeral." 

At  the  close  of  the  proceedings  the  male  prisoner  was 
observed  to  be  making  signs  to  the  warden,  who  was  taking 
him  back  to  his  ecll.  The  President  promptly  recalled  hint 
and  asked  what  he  meant,  to  which  the  accused  replied  in 
Berlin  slang:  "  Off  goes  my  head;  tlien  off  go  I  to  heaven." 

Three  medical  experts  deposed  that  Springstein's  wife  had 
been  slowly  poisoned  through  repeated  doses  of  strychnine  ad- 
ministered to  Iicr,  and  expressed  the  opinion  that  his  father 
and  mother,  brother-in-law,  and  nephew  had  all  been  similarly 
poisoned. 

The  jury  replied  in  the  affirmative  on  each  coimt  of  the  in- 
dictment, and  the  sentence  of  death  was  pronounced  on  both 
prisoners. 
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THE  BELGIAN  POISONER,  MADAME  JONIAUX. 

The  irial  of  Madame  Marie  'niereac  Joniaux  at  the  Ant- 
werp Assize  Court,  in  Jaiiuar>',  l&^S-  ''*'"  l'"^  poisuninp  of  three 
relatives,  in  order  to  obt:uii  the  insurances  upon  their  lives, 
created  a  profound  scn^iation  ainoog  the  aristocratic  circles 
o(  Brussels  and  Antwerp,  in  which  she  liad  moved.  This  dis- 
ciple of  the  Urinvilliers  school  was  the  daughter  of  a  dis- 
tinguished cavair}'  oflficcr.  General  Ablay,  occupied  a  good 
social  jjosition,  liad  l>een  twice  married,  first  to  the  historian 
M.  Frederic  Fabt-r,  and  afterward  to  M.  Henri  Joniaux,  chief 
engineer  to  the  department  of  roads  and  bridges,  lived  in  a 
fine  mansion  in  the  Rne  dcs  Verviers,  and  at  the  time  of  her 
arrest  anfl  trial  ^vas  fifty-one  years  of  age. 

The  victims  were  her  sister,  Leonie  Ablay,  her  brother, 
Alfred  Ablay.  and  her  uncle,  Jacques  Van  Den  Kcrchove. 
Mile.  Leonie  was  insured  f<»r  30,000  francs  in  the  Baloisc  and 
40,000  francs  in  the  Nederland  (the  Madante  paying  the  pre- 
miinns),  in  the  beginning  of  January.  1892,  and  died  suddenly 
February  251I1.  in  Madame  Jtmiaux's  house.  In  March,  1893. 
the  uncle,  who  was  a  IklcIicIot  sixty  years  of  age.  a  wealthy 
manufacturer  of  (ihcnt,  and  an  ex-Scnalor,  died  suddenly  after 
a  dinner  to  which  he  Iiad  been  specially  invited  al  Madame's 
house.  It  was  given  out  that  the  cause  was  apoplexy.  Only  a  few 
weeks  before  his  death  M.  Kerchove  had  insured  his  life  for 
a  large  sum  in  a  Belgian  office  for  the  benefit  of  the  Joniaux 
family.  In  February.  1894.  M.  Alfred  Ablay.  who  had  recently- 
arrived  in  Belginm  from  Paris,  was  disposed  of  in  a  similarly 
speedy  manner.  He  had  been  insured  with  an  Knglisli  com- 
pany, the  Grcsham,  for  100,000  francs.  Madame  Joniaux  pay- 
ing the  premium.  Tlic  attention  nf  the  management  of  the 
Grcsliam  wa.s  called  to  the  suspicious  n45klity  witli  which  the 
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policy  had  maliired,  and  the  impetuous  haste  of  the  beneficiary 
in  claiming  payment.  Tlte  Greshain  officials  proceeded  with 
marked  forbearance  and  reluctance,  and  only  alter  tlie  most 
careful  examination  of  all  the  surroundings  of  the  case.  Then 
tlic  co-opcration  of  tiic  authorities  was  invoked,  and  exhuma- 
tion and  examination  of  the  three  bodies  followed.  Traces 
of  morphia  were  found  in  the  intestines,  and  it  was  afterward 
in  evidence  that  she  had  rqieatcJly  procured  morphia  from 
Brussels  chemists  on  (orgeil  onlcrs  for  prescriptions. 

On  the  trial  the  motive  was  disclosed.  Upon  Madame's 
own  admission,  though  supposed  by  the  world  to  he  in  com- 
fortable, even  affluem  circumstances,  she  had  been  for  many 
years  pecuniarily  embarrassed.  It  was  shown  that  she  was 
endeavoring  to  borrow  money  on  the  representation  that  her 
daughter  by  her  first  husband,  Mile.  Jeanne  Faber,  would, 
when  of  age,  inherit  a  large  fortune,  and  the  lender  was  to  be 
secured  by  [Hilicics  on  Mile.  Jeanne's  life.  It  was  shown  that 
she  was  always  in  debt,  and  had  recourse  to  all  sorts  of  tricks 
and  devices,  even  to  cheating  at  cards,  to  procure  money  to 
meet  her  liabililies.  Tliese  desperate  expedients  to  minister 
to  her  love  of  luxury  were  commented  on  in  scathing  terms 
by  the  Pultlic  Prosecutor,  M.  Servais,  in  the  course  of  his 
review  of  the  testinioiiy  in  his  speech  to  the  jury.  The  par- 
ticulars of  the  [)sn  she  played  in  effecting  itisurances  on  the 
lives  of  the  deceased  parties  were  fully  detailed  by  a  "  cloud  of 
witnesses." 

The  imiiiber  of  the  witnesses  called  for  the  prosecution  was 
reuaarkablc.  Altogether,  261  were  called  to  the  stand,  while 
61  were  summoned  for  the  defense.  The  indictment  was  note- 
worthy for  its  lenglli,  the  reading  lasting  an  hour  and  a  half. 
It  recapitulated  at  the  outset  the  manner  in  which  the  three 
relatives  of  the  accused  met  their  death,  and  stated  the  circum- 
stances leading  up  to  the  arrest  of  Mine.  Joniaux.  .\ftcr 
mailioning  the  names  of  the  accused's  relatives,  it  dealt  ex- 
haustively with  the  finaticial  position  of  M.  and  Mnic.  Joniaux, 
pointing  out  that  fur  many  years  she  had  been  involved  in  a 
most  complicated  system  of  borrowing  in  order  to  live  up  to 
her  position.  It  rcferrrd  in  connection  with  this  fact  to  anony- 
mous letters  received  by  relatives  of  the  accused,  threatening 
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a  scandal  about  the  drowning  of  Lionel,  second  son  of  M. 
Alfred  Ablay  (who  was.  siipp<:)sed  to  tiave  committed  suicide 
in  October,  [890),  unless  certain  sums  were  pai<l  as  the  price 
of  silence.  TTiese  letters  were  declared  by  experts  to  be  in 
the  handwriting  of  the  accused.  TTic  indictment  next  dwelt 
with  the  question  of  the  assurances,  at»l  also  the  point  already 
noted  that  Mmc.  Joniaux  was  anxious  to  obtain  a  down-  for 
her  (laughter,  and  was  engaged  in  effecting  assurances  in  her 
favor  at  tlie  ver>'  time  she  was  borrowing  money  on  l!ie  repre- 
sentation that  her  daughter  would,  when  of  age,  inherit  a  very 
large  fortune.  Tlie  remainder  of  tlie  indiclmenl  was  largely 
devoted  to  a  refutation  of  the  theory  that  Alfred  Ablay  com- 
mitted suicide  after  an  alleged  forgery. 

The  counsel  for  the  defense,  M.  Grattx,  of  the  Brussels  bar, 
and  M.  Hendricks,  of  the  Antwerp  bar,  fought  the  prosecu- 
tion, step  by  step,  with  extraonlinarj*  energy,  flul  the  Public 
Prosecutor  was  relentless,  and  he  pressed  point  after  point  to 
conclusion  with  such  unerring  and  resistless  force  that  the 
prisoner  was  goaded  to  constant  retort  and  interruption.  The 
reports  of  the  trial  were  garnished  with  her  impudent  rejoin- 
ders and  dramatic  <lenia]B,  appeals  and  protests.  The  sensa- 
tional scenes  she  created  were  evidently  Intended  to  arouse 
public  sympathy,  but  beyond  admiration  of  the  unusual  mental 
power  she  displayed  in  her  intellectual  duels  with  the  prose- 
cutor, they  had  no  effect  upon  people  who  could  see  behind 
the  veil  of  cffrontcr)-  a  career  of  duplicity  and  falsification. 

The  evidence  of  the  medicaJ  experts,  as  usual,  was  contra- 
dictory. Dr.  Van  Vyve  exhibited  in  court,  glass  discs  con- 
taining morphia  which  he  had  obtained  from  the  intestines  of 
Alfred  Ablay,  while  Dr.  Stienon  for  the  defense  was  perti- 
naciously positive  that  Alfred  died  of  heart  disease,  anil  that 
wtiat  was  taken  for  morphia  consisted  of  the  closely  resembling 
toxic  products  of  putrefaction,  or  putrefactive  alkaloids,  called 
by  pathologists  ptomaines. 

In  closing  his  address  to  the  jtiry  the  Public  Prosecutor 
caused  a  profound  sensation  by  reading  the  following  words, 
which,  he  said,  had  heen  written  upon  a  visiting  cani  by  M. 
Joniaux,  the  prisoner's  husband,  a  fortnight  after  the  death 
of  her  first  husband,  M.  Faber:  "  Your  every  wish  is  being 
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nsUized."  "■  If  yoti  acquit  ihe  prisoner,"  th«  learned  counsel 
asked,  addressing  tlie  jury  in  impressive  tones,  "  who  will  be 
her  next  victim?" 

Tiic  jiirx'  retired  to  consider  their  verdict  at  one  o'clock  In 
the  morning.  At  a  quarter  to  two  o'clock  the  stroke  of  a 
bell  announced  their  retuni,  and.  ainid  a  scene  of  intense  ex- 
citement and  suspaisc,  the  judges  resumed  their  seats  ni>on 
till!  liench.  A  moment  later  the  jur>'men  filed  into  court.  The 
furcnian,  M.  Barhoux,  who  appeared  to  be  much  moved,  an- 
nounced,'in  reply  to  usual  qnestions,  that  they  fotmd  tlie  pris- 
oner guilty  of  all  of  the  -six  issues  submitted  to  them.  tlic  issue 
in  regard  to  each  of  the  three  persons  alleged  to  have  been 
murdered  being  a  double  one — namely,  whether  the  prisoner 
had  with  intent  caused  the  death  of  the  person  named;  and 
Secondly,  whether  she  liad  done  so  by  means  of  substances 
calculated  to  cause  death.  In  regard  to  each  of  the  questions 
put  scrialim  the  jurj-  answered  in  the  affirmative. 

No  sooner  had  Ihe  jury  delivered  their  venlict  than  loud 
applause  followed.  The  Presirlent  ordered  the  gendarmes  on 
dutjf  to  clear  the  court  tf  all  expressions  of  opinion  were  not 
immediately  suppressed,  'Hie  prisoner  was  then  hn>uglit  hack 
into  court.  She  was  completely  unnerved,  and  when  the  ver- 
dict of  the  jury  was  rcaxl  to  her  she  staggered  and  fell  in  a 
fainting  fit  on  the  prisoner's  bench.  The  Advocate-General 
asked  the  court  to  pronounce  sentence  of  death,  'file  judges 
retired  :in(l  returned  after  an  interval  of  ten  minutes.  Sen- 
tence fif  death  was  then  pronounced  in  the  usual  manner. 

A  large  crowd  awaited  tlic  terniination  of  the  trial  outside, 
and  as  soon  as  the  news  that  the  prisoner  had  been  condcnnierl 
to  death  was  rcceivctl,  loud  cries  of  sali>faelion  were  hcird  in 
aJl  directions.  Peoide  shrieked  themselves  hoarse,  and  sang 
"Down  with  Joniaux!  Let  us  lynch  hcrl  Let  us  hang  her!" 

The  condemned  woman  was  conveyed  back  to  jail  in  a 
prison  van,  guarded  by  a  strong  force  of  gendannes,  the  crowd 
Following  with  shouts  and  jeers. 


The  contention  of  the  medical  experts,  to  which  only  brief 
reference  has  been  made,  has  brought  into  bold  relief  a  ques- 
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tion,  the  future  bearings  of  which,  in  medical  jurispnidencc.  are 
of  obvious  importance.  Since  »hc  I»actPr!t)Iogists  have  shown 
tliat  a  large  proportion  9E  pathogenic  action  formerly  unac- 
counted for  and  unexplained  is  due  to  the  production  of 
ptomaines,  the  name  given  to  the  alkaloids  of  putrefaction 
due  t(j  the  presence  of  bacteria,  a  new  ilifTiculty  has  been  intro- 
duced into  legal  mc<Iicine.  Aside  from  the  proof  wc  now 
have  that  infectious  diseases  arc  the  product  uf  ttie  ptoni^ncs 
resulting  from  tlic  action  of  bacteria,  wc  are  confronted  with 
the  fact  that,  as  Mr.  Stanford  puts  it  in  his  Kldress  at  the 
British  Pharmaceutical  Conference,  ax  f^ilinburgh,  "these 
highly  toxic  alkaloids  have  been  mlitaken  for  other  poisonous 
alkaloids  in  post-mortem  examinations  of  human  subjects 
where  poisoning  was  suspected.  In  some  criminal  cases  these 
have  been  mistaken  for  coniiiie.  strychnine,  dclphininc.  and 
morphine,  which  they  closely  rcsanble  in  tlicir  reactions. 
Others  resemble  nicotine,  atropine,  digitaline,  veratrinc.  eura- 
rine.  It  is  obvious,  therefore,  that  post-mortem  examination 
for  poisons  presents  hitJierto  unsuspected  difficulties."  A  ease 
in  point  occurred  in  the  Sonsogna  trial  al  Cremona.  Italy, 
where  ptomaines  were  mistakenly  identified  as  morphine,  the 
reaction  being  the  same.  In  another  trial,  that  of  General 
Gibbone's  servant  for  the  murder  of  his  master  by  poison,  the 
experts  for  the  prosecution  reported  delphinine  in  the  viscera. 
The  defense  proved,  however,  that  althougli  the  substance 
responded  to  delphinine  reactions  it  was  not  delphinine  at  aJl. 
With  reference  to  this  subject,  Dr.  John  J.  Reese,  the  eminent 
toxicologist,  very  properly  says,  "  II  cannot  be  doubted  that 
the  alleged  existence  of  ptomainw  will  he  constantly  employed 
by  counsel  in  defending  a  crimin:il  cKirged  with  poi^ning 
with  one  of  the  vegetable  alkaloids;  urging  strongly  before 
the  iur>'  the  possibility  that  the  alleged  poisonous  alkaloid 
was  in  reality  one  of  tliosc  spontaneously  generated  ptomaines. 
Sucli  a  course  is  stated  to  have  been  actually  taken  at  the 
Lamson  trial,  in  London,  in  1883.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
might  be  speciously  argued  by  the  prosecution  that  the  reason 
for  tlie  non-discovery  of  the  alleged  alkaloid  was  to  be  attri- 
buted to  the  interfering  presence  of  some  ptomaine."  For 
it  should  be  remembered  that  while  some  of  these  alkaloids 
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of  putrefaction  arc  cxtrcmdy  poisonous,  many  of  them  are 
■iH-rt,  while  others  act  antagonistically  to  certain  poisuaous 
alkaloids. 

A  FAMOUS  KANSAS  MATRICIDE. 

Frankic  Morris,  alias  Mrs.  A.  A.  Hurd,  alias  Mrs.  H.  D. 
Lovi-Iand.  a  woman  of  somewliat  over  thirty  years,  tall,  grace- 
lul.  of  striking  personal  appearance,  and  of  unusual  intelli- 
gence and  animation,  was  accused  of  murdering  her  mother. 
Mrs.  Nancy  J.  Poinsett,  by  means  of  poison  adininiKtered  in 
a  glass  of  beer,  November  5th,  1884.  to  obtain  the  sum  of 
$15,000  insurance  on  her  life.  Mrs.  Morris,  as  she  called  her- 
self, and  her  mother  formerly  lived  in  Eric.  Kansas,  where, 
it  is  reported,  she  met  a  young  man  named  Cinnamon,  who 
won  her  affections  and  then  betrayed  her.  From  this  time 
forward  her  career  wiA  singularly  eventful.  She  was  next 
heard  of  as  the  mistress  of  a  house  of  ill-fame  in  Great  Bend, 
Kansas.  Here  she  met  A.  A.  Huril,  a  rising  young  attorney, 
who,  like  many  others,  was  ensnared  by  her  extraordinary 
power  of  fascination.  In  a  few  wet?ks  he  was  completely 
under  her  domination,  and  in  the  course  of  a  year  he  married 
her.  They  removed  to  Topeka,  Kansas,  where  are  situated 
ihe  general  offices  of  the  Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 
l^ilroad^  with  which  Mr.  Hurtl  became  connected  as  general 
attorney  for  the  State  of  Kansas.  Mrs.  Hurd's  former  dis- 
creditable history  not  being  known  in  her  new  home,  she  was 
enabled  to  move  in  respectable  society  in  the  capital  city  ot 
the  Stale,  and  for  a  while  everytliing  apparently  went  on 
smoothly.  Her  husband  had  a  good  salary,  and,  with  plenty 
of  money  at  her  disipnsal,  a  favorable  opportunity  was  oflFcrciI 
to  make  amends  for  her  past  life.  But  she  did  not  seem  in- 
clined to  take  advantage  of  her  good  fortune.  She  wearied  of 
the  lameness  of  domestic  life  and  longed  for  the  freedom  and 
excitement  of  her  former  career.  She  and  her  husband  lived 
tinhappily.  As  she  said  on  her  trial,  she  "  occasionally  cursed 
him,"  and  it  was  apparent  that  it  was  but  a  matter  of  time  when 
they  would  separate.  Anticipating  this  outcome,  she  deter- 
mined in  some  way  to  bind  Kurd  to  her  fortunes  by  stronger 
ties  than  at  iliat  time  existed.    She  became  sick  and  concluded 


FEMi^ 


487 


to  visit  Hot  Spring,  Kan.,  for  improvement  in  hcahh.  While 
there  she  was  attended  by  a  well-known  physician,  who  had 
among  his  patients  at  the  sanie  time  ,t  woman  named  Foster, 
who  gave  birUi  lo  a  child,  and  not  wishing  to  keep  it,  Mrs.  Hurd 
offered  to  take  charge  of  it.  On  her  return  to  Topcka,  she 
palmed  it  off  on  her  husband  and  friends  aa  her  oiAii.  But 
evert  tliis  rase,  although  successfully  worked,  was  not  suf- 
ficient, and  in  1883  a  divorce  was  obtained  in  tlie  Shawnee 
County  Court  by  ^rcemcnt. 

The  restless  intrigante  was  not  idle  in  the  meantime.  Among 
those  with  whom  s.he  came  in  contact  in  Topeka  was  a  pmm- 
ising  young  man  named  Loveland.  Me  was  h^»pily  married, 
had  a  pleasant  home,  an  attractive  family,  and  a  paying  bus- 
iness. .\s  soon  as  he  became  acquainted  with  Mrs.  Hurd,  he 
appeared  tn  lose  all  interest  in  his  home,  family,  and  business. 
He  was  devotion  itself  to  the  charmer,  and  when  she  obtained 
a  divorce  he  became  her  lover,  according  to  the  testimony  in 
the  case,  although  he  was  married  to  a  wife  who  was  a  highly 
educated  and  beautiful  woman.  In  his  blind  infatuation  he 
neglected  his  laiiiily.  several  of  his  children  died,  and  at  last 
his  wife,  broken  down  in  mind  and  body  with  tlic  shame  and 
disgrace  that  her  faithless  luisband  had  brought  upon  her, 
became  insane,  and  was  taken  to  an  asyhmi. 

Under  the  laws  of  Kansas  this  was  a  sufficient  ground  for 
obtaining  a  divorce,  and  Lovelatid  was  separated  from  his  wife 
in  the  Sedg\cick  County  Court. 

Soon  after  the  divorce  was  granted  to  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Hurd, 
according  lo  the  testimony  on  which  she  was  convicted,  the 
latter,  who  had  taken  the  name  of  Frankie  Mnrris,  appears  to 
have  conceived  a  plan  to  obtain  a  large  ammmt  of  insurance 
on  the  life  of  her  mother.  The  first  move  was  to  induce  her 
mother,  Mrs.  Nancy  J.  Poinsett,  an  old  lady  keeping  a  board- 
ing-house at  Chcrrj-valc,  Kansas,  to  take  out  a  policy  of  $5,000 
in  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  of  New  York.  The 
policy  was  secured  through  the  instnimentalily  of  the  defend- 
ant's divorced  husUiml,  and  the  first  premium  was  paid  hy 
him  out  of  the  money  due  her  a.^  alimony.  Mrs.  Morris  was 
at  that  time  living  in  Tof)eka.  She  moved  to  Kansas  City, 
and  in  a  few  weeks  made  her  appearance  in  the  ofHcc  of  the 
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Efjuitablc  Life  Assurance  Society  ot  New  York.  She  ex- 
pressed a  desire  for  a  policy  on  her  mother's  life  for  $ro/)00, 
herself  and  child  to  be  the  beneficiaries,  and  eventually  a 
policy  for  that  amount  was  issued.  It  is  stated  that  applica- 
tions were  also  itiatle  to  several  nther  companies,  hut  for  some 
reason  not  made  juiblic  they  were  declined.  Frankie  then 
praceedcrl  to  complete  her  plans.  Her  mother  \^'as  persuaded 
against  her  own  wishes  to  move  from  her  linmc  in  Chcrryvalc, 
ivhcrc  the  family  was  well  known,  to  Cliamitc,  on  tlie  plea  of 
getting  a  more  desirable  location.  Before  Ihcy  had  been  there 
very  long,  Fr3.iikie  pmjKised  to  celdjrate  the  election  of  Cleve- 
land, on  the  5tli  of  November,  with  Kansas  beer.  A  boy  was 
sent  out  for  the  beer,  and  on  hi*  return  he  delivered  it  to 
Frankie,  who  otitained  a  glass  from  a  eupboard  n«u"  by,  and 
pouring  out  a  portinn  gave  it  to  her  mother,  she  hersetf 
drinking  from  the  bottle.  In  a  very  short  time  Mrs.  Poinsett 
exhibited  the  characteristic  symptoms  of  arsenical  poisoning, 
and  soon  afterward  died.  The  attending  physician,  it  was 
alleged,  appeared  to  be  under  some  sinister  influence,  and  with- 
Iicld  statements  whicli  should  have  been  made  in  his  certifi- 
cate. For  t)vis  inaction  or  concealment  it  is  also  said  that  he 
aftcr\vard  narrowly  escajwd  indictment  by  the  grand  jury.  On 
tiic  day  after  the  burial  of  the  victim,  application  for  payment 
of  llie  insurance  was  made  with  indecent  haste.  Tliis  hurried 
action  aroused  suspicion,  investigation  followed,  and  Frankie 
was  held  for  the  action  of  the  grand  jur^'.  Dr.  E.  H.  S. 
riailcy,  professor  of  chcmistrj'  in  the  State  University  at  Law- 
rence, was  employed  to  make  a  chemical  analysis  of  various 
organs  removed  from  the  tody  of  Mrs.  Poinsctl.  He  found 
in  the  stomach,  liver,  and  other  viscera,  arsenic  in  much  more 
than  sufficient  quantity  to  prove  fatal.  In  due  time  the  grand 
jury  found  a  bill  of  indictment  for  murder,  and  the  case  came 
up  for  trial  ai  Eric,  Kan..  August  4th,  1885.  Tlie  chain  of 
circumstantial  evidence  was  ably  presented  in  the  Neosho 
County  Court  rotmt  before  Judge  Stitlwell.  in  the  examination 
of  witnesses  and  iii  the  summary  I>eforc  the  jury  by  tliL-  prose- 
cuting attorney.  C.  A.  Cox.  and  his  colleague  on  the  part  of 
the  State,  C.  F.  Hutching*,     After  a  patient  hearing,  which 
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lasini  a  week,  tlie  jury  brought  in  a  verdict  of  murder  in  the 
first  degree. 

On  the  7lh  of  September  application  was  made  for  a  new 
trial.  The  grounds  were  flimsy,  tlie  most  prominent  being 
the  use  bv  ilie  pnisecutor  of  opprobrious  expressions  outside 
of  tlie  reconl  and  unw-aBrantably  prejudicial  to  the  dcfendsoH. 
The  spell  exercised  over  the  contestants  by  the  syren  was 
amazing.  On  the  30th  of  November,  when  the  case  came  up 
for  a  rc-hcaring.  a  nolle  prosetjui  was  entered,  and  an  order  of 
di»nii»sal  gave  l*"rankie  her  freedom. 

The  representatives  of  the  companies  invoked.  Major  T.  C. 
Caskin,  of  the  Equitable  Life,  and  Mr.  L).  C  Gillette,  of  th« 
Mutual  Life,  addressed  a  letter  to  the  prosecuting  ofTicer  of 
Neosho  County,  Charles  A.  Cox,  in  wtiich  statements  and 
comments  occur  that  are  essential  to  the  completion  of  this 
narrative.     They  said: 

Ahlioufth  in  the  public  prints  and  throughout  the  Stale  we  hxn 
been  represented  as  havine  incited  lhl»  proscGution.  »{  publicly  nnd 
to  her  bee  threatening  Mrs.  Morris  with  indictment  and  arrest  if  she 
attempted  to  recover  under  her  policies,  no  one  knows  so  well  S9 
you  (unless  it  be  her  sltomcys]  that  never  have  cither  ol  us  seen, 
written  or  spoken  to  either  Mrs.  Morris  or  any  or  either  of  her 
attorneys,  or  authorized  any  such  communication  for  us  for  the  com- 
panies VIC  represent;  nor  have  the  companies  by  any  other  so  com- 
municated with  her  or  here;  nor  have  wc  ever  uttered  any  public 
ihrvat  or  privately  Indult^cd  in  tnaticc  or  vindictivcnc^s. 

Yon  and  others  arc  our  vritne»cs  that  frnm  the  moment  the  facts 
were  placed  in  your  possession  upon  which  we  based  our  opinion  that 
Mrs,  Poin»etl  had  been  poisoned  (and  you  so  t]iiiclcly  saw  your  duty 
and  in  such  manly  way  moved  along  its  unpleasant  path),  we  h»ve 
never  intruded  even  a  sKgRCStion. 

In  your  own  good  time,  and  according  to  your  opportunities,  you 
led  the  case  Irom  the  presumption  attending  the  ctrcumstanees  ol 
Mrs,  PoioacH's  death  to  the  indictment,  arraignment,  trial,  and  con- 
viction ol  her  dauRhter  for  murder.  We  asked  no  more  of  you  than 
the  people,  or  than  nil  good  cititcns  have  a  riKhl  to  expect — that  you 
should  do  jnur  duty — nnd  you  did  it  nobly,  in  accordance  with  the 
forms  of  law  and  the  usages  of  the  courts. 

You  asked  of  us  help  and  we  gave  h.  Yon  desired  that  Mr.  Hutch- 
ings  should  be  retained  to  assist  you.  and  he  was,  at  your  request, 
so  ret.iiiicd  hy  us,  and  stAte^l  in  open  court  precisely  the  circum- 
Ht.-inie^  RttcndinR  his  presence  in  the  case  and  the  attitude  of  ihe 
companies  towards  it. 
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Our  interest  waa  not  pecuniary;  it  is  not  so  now,  or  at  least  the 
pecuniary  elements  involved  are  so  trifling  thzl  without  ihem  our 
course  would  hftve  been  the  jame. 

Our  liusincss  had  unfoitunatcl}'  tmjiplicd  the  motive  for  a  drc^ilful  and 
unnatural  crime  :  such  a  crime  against  life,  law,  order  and  the  homes 
and  hearts  of  society  as  to  defy  belief  if  conviction  wcic  not  forced 
upon  us  and  similar  deed*  did  not  crowd  the  records  o(  the  courts. 
We  represent  two  aasociaiions,  paying  on  an  average  $1,000,000  a 
month,  year  in  and  year  out.  to  tlie  Ick>1  representatives  ol  those  who 
die  of  our  membership;  and  Mrs.  Morris  would  have  been  of  the 
numhcr  of  our  bcncliciarics  long  since  if  we  could  have  had  the 
slifihiest  doubt  of  her  guilt  or  the  (aintctt  excuse  in  law  or  equity. 
As  Mr.  Mulchings  so  ably  staled,  a  principle  i«.  ai  harard,  one  that 
threatens  the  fundaracntai  rights  of  every  individual  or  associaliun  of 
individuals— whether  a  cruel,  cold-blooded  murder  can  be  done  for 
money,  and  those  who  are  the  victims,  people  and  property,  be  com- 
pelled to  ih  calmly  by  with  folded  tiands  and  say  to  the  fiend.  "Thy 
will  be  done." 

We  know  (or  tl  we  do  not.  the  noble  array  ot  attorneys  lor  the 
Atchison.  Topeka  and  Sanu  Fc  Railroad  Company,  marshalled  ta 
groups  for  the  deIeo«e,  can  tell  us)  that  we  are  two  wealthy  corpora- 
tions (allieit  our  principle  is  benevolent  and  our  rewrurd  honorable), 
and  therefore  we  must  partake  ol  the  strange  perversion  of  the  public 
moral  sense  that  applies  a  different  law  to  our  wronRs  Irom  thai  to 
an  individual:  bm  the  jury  in  this  case  did  not  so  consider.  They 
SAW  no  dilTcTence  between  the  inherent  rights  of  one  or  many,  and 
recognized  the  principle  that  brought  us  into  the  prosecution.  They 
recogniied  more  than  that.  They  saw  that  there  was  nu  difference 
between  this  and  any  other  murder,  except  in  the  pititc»!(  manner  of 
its  execution  and  the  wolfish  greed  of  the  motives,  and  we  venture 
to  say  that  not  between  the  lid*  of  all  recorded  trials  can  he  lound 
its  parallel  [or  open  infanLy;  for  it.s  disclo^^ure  uf  domestic  infiilclity 
and  incontinence:  for  the  exhibiliim  of  wrecks  of  human  character, 
or  for  illustrations  of  the  perversion  of  the  law  and  the  undisguiacd 
array  of  pcriury  and  moral  (ilth. 

The  verdict  came  and  was  hnilcd  as  a  triumph  of  justice  rare  in  th«M 
ilays  o!  expeiUency  and  quibble.  There  had  been  some  mntlerings  of 
discontent  and  alarm  when,  upon  the  arraignment,  the  court  (in  its 
discretion,  perhaps)  fixed  the  bail  ot  the  accused,  which,  however, 
the  could  not  furnish,  and  in  consequence  awaited  htr  trial  in  jail. 
But  the  verdict  silenced  all  criticism  and  the  conduct  «f  the  court 
acquitted  ii  o(  all  undue  clemency. 

Mark  the  change. 

The  motion  for  a  new  trial  was  in  order  and  a  day  tei  for  its  hear- 
ing: active  preparntiont  were  begun  hy  coun.iel  for  both  sides:  argu- 
ment was  maJe  and  deci&ion  rendered;  that  decision  and  what  followed 
mark  an  era  in  the  trial  ot  capital  offenses  in  Kansas. 
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There  was  not  xti  intiniaiion  thai  ihe  acciiwd  wu  not  guilty.  The 
honored  court  mw  no  evidence,  no  error  of  law,  no  virtue  in  the 
exceptions  cited,  no  admission  of  irrelevant  testimony  upon  which 
a  new  trial  enuld  lie  );rsinted:  but  out  of  liis  mcmorr  his  Honor 
plucked  ilic  lardy  conai-iousiic&s  of  opprobrious  epithets  aiid  cxprci- 
»!ons  employed  by  the  pnisccutton  when  uddreMing  the  jury,  which 
although  not  objected  to  nt  the  lime  by  either  court  or  conniel.  "  were 
outside  the  record  and  had  z  tendency  to  prejudice  the  jury  againtt 
the  accused." 

When,  since  there  were  trials,  Ins  it  not  been  the  sworn  duly  of 
prosecuting  officers  to  find  cause  of  conviction  and  to  press  that 
cause  with  all  their  might  upon  the  jury?  Or  when  did  previous 
Kood  or  bad  character  of  the  accused  cease  tu  furnish  tlic  stronffeat 
presumption  of  innocence  or  gaili? 

But  £iich  a  decision  was  apparently  only  preliminary  to  what  fol- 
luwcd.  The  court  then  admitted  the  prisoner  to  bail,  which  was  fur- 
nished and  she  left  the  august  presence. 

Section  9  oi  the  Bill  ol  Rights  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Stale  o( 
ICaiisas  provides  that 

"  All  persons  shall  be  bailable  by  sufficient  sureties,  except  for  capital 
ofFenscs  when  proof  is  evident  or  the  presumption  is  srcat." 

Proof  had  been  taken  in  open  court,  and  presiiinpiion  had  become 
conviction.  There  was  no  discretion  anywhere,  not  even  in  the  law; 
the  prisoner's  place  was  in  the  jail,  and  every  man  in  court  knew  it. 

We  are  not  surprised  at  the  talcs  we  hear  of  your  discou raiment 
when  you  sec  the  fabric  of  your  ffreat  labor  for  right  and  law  fallen 
to  ashes:  or  that,  ait  we  hear,  the  county  comniiisioneni  hesitate 
involving  the  connty  in  debt  lo  set  up  houses  that  will  not  be  allowed 
to  ilundi  and  we  comprehend  how,  yesterday,  the  defense  stood  with 
brazen  front,  surrounded  by  its  witnesses,  while  the  State  looked 
around  in  vain  for  a  friend.  I£  cither  counsel,  mindful  of  the  honor 
and  dignity  of  his  profession,  could  contemplate  the  predicament 
to  which  the  court  Iiad  reduced  a  faithful  and  succeMful  servant 
without  sliamc  and  sorrow,  nothing;  but  an  equal  slight  could  xiir  his 
sense  of  rieht  or  wake  his  alarm  (or  the  fate  of  the  law  he  practices. 

We  do  not  believe  that  the  people  ol  Kanias,  young  though  the 
commnnwcalih  is,  will  Ivng  submit  to  such  methods  and  indignities. 
The  lime  must  come  when  crime  will  not  exeile  a<tmimii(m;  when 
criminals  will  not  hold  receptions  in  Korgcous  toilets  and  (rip  gayly 
to  their  homes  after  kissing  their  hand  to  the  juilge  and  jury.  We 
lee  the  dawn  of  a  nobler  day  in  the  conviction  in  this  case  when, 
before  an  upright  and  fearless  jury,  in  solemn  trial.  In  which  the 
defendant  nnd  her  counsel  came  with  wine,  wnmen  and  taughtcr,  as 
to  a  carnival,  and  were  rebuked  of  justice  and  an  outraged  people- 
however  much  they  now  triumph. 

But  wc  are  with  you  as  hefon-  if,  out  of  the  chaos  and  wreck,  you 
see  whcrciu  we  can  serve  the  State.     We  arc  not  the  public  prose- 
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cutors.  We  do  not  as^utnc  such  office.  This  is  and  must  be  a  pro»«- 
cutiuu  Ity  tlic  State  in  wliich  wc  cannoi  diclalc  aot  direct  Such  aid 
and  suppuTi  as  is  due  Irutn  every  law -a  biding  and  bw-retpettinif 
citiz«n  we  stand  ever  ready  to  luruish,  and  il  i;oitfri3tcnl  wilb  your 
duty,  wc  should  be  pLcascd  tu  know  your  purposes  in  the  matter. 

The  disgust  aiid  iiidi^iatitm  with  which  the  community 
regarded  the  csci^jc  of  the  woman  were  clearly  typified  ia  the 
newsiKiptrs  of  tlie  day.  The  SL  Luuis  Post-Disl>atch,  for 
example,  said: 

The  facility  with  which  new  tiial*  ire  granted  to  persons  convicted 
ot  murder  makes  it  necessary  lo  provide  l>y  law  tux  the  prcscrvalioD 
of  evidence.  Frankie  Morris,  formerly  an  inmate  of  a  cow-boy  dance- 
house  at  Dodge  City,  a  woman  whose  life  has  been  notoriously  wicked 
and  cruel,  was  convicted  by  the  most  conclusive  evidence  and  by  the 
unanimout  verdict  of  an  unprejudiced  jury  in  KAnsas  of  having  poll' 
oncd  her  old  ntothcr  with  arAcnic  in  obtain  $15,000  of  insurance  which 
the  bad  tiiltcn  out  on  the  old  woman's  life.  Obtaining  a  new  trial 
OB  some  flimsy  pretense,  her  friciida  have  managed  to  get  two  ot  the 
most  important  witnesses  against  her  out  of  the  reach  of  the  State 
authorities,  and  in  the  absence  of  the  essential  witnesses  the  prose- 
cution has  had  to  disniins  the  case  against  her.  Thus  justice  is  baffled 
and  defeated  in  one  of  the  clearest  cases  of  murder  in  (he  annals  of 
crime.  Yet  all  the  constilutional  rciiuirements  iind  all  the  requift- 
ments  of  11  fair  trial  were  complied  with  when  those  two  witnesses 
had  once  given  their  tcslimany  in  cdutI  conffonlLng  the  accused. 
An  oRicial  rec^jrd  t>[  that  testimony,  preserved  by  law  (or  use  in  any 
new  trial  granlcd.  would  have  prevented  the  defeniie  from  using  the 
merciful  concession  of  a  new  trial  merely  as  an  opportunity  lor  de- 
feating justice  by  spiriting  away  or  murtlcnnE  witnesses. 


THE  EXECUTION  OF  A   POISONER. 

On  the  morning  of  June  25ih.  1889.  Mrs.  Sarah  Jane  White- 
ling  was  executed  at  Moyamcnsing  Prison,  Philadelphia,  (or 
the  murder,  by  arsenical  poisoning,  of  her  husband,  John 
Whitelmg.  aged  56,  Marcli  20th,  1888:  her  datichter  Bertlia, 
aged  9,  April  24th;  and  her  son  Willie,  aged  3,  May  26th.  Mr. 
Wliiteling's  life  was  insured  for  $230,  Bertha's  for  $122,  and 
Willie's  for  5L|7,  a  total  of  $399. 

For  this  paltry  sum  this  unwomanly  woman  sacrificed  the 
lives  of  hufthand  and  children,  acconling  to  her  own  free  and 
fidt  confession,  with  calciilalinn  so  cold,  and  pnqiosc  so  delib- 
erate, that  suspicion  was  naturally  atxfuscd  as  to  her  sanity. 
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But  the  carefully  cotulucted  examinations  of  the  experts 
showed  beyond  question  that  the  woman  was  sane,  and  tJic 
condition  of  the  bmin  as  revealed  by  an  autopsy  after  execu- 
tion confirmed  their  conclusions. 

In  spite  of  the  proved  ami  acknowledged  eiiomiity  of  this 
woman's  oflence,  the  usual  enginery  of  morbid  seniimcmality 
was  set  at  work  to  save  her  from  the  gallows.  The  [ilea  thai 
a  woman  oughi  not  lo  be  hung,  even  tliough  by  such  crimes 
she  unscxcs  herseU,  was  pushed  and  pressed  to  the  last  degree 
by  the  sentimentalists  who  expend  upon  murderers  the  sym- 
pathy tliat  oug-ht  to  go  to  tlie  murdered.  To  their  untiring 
interference  with  the  course  of  justice,  was  added  the  equally 
exhaustless  ingenuit)'  of  criminal  lawyers,  a  class  of  wranglers 
anti  obstructives  whose  defiant  interference  with  the  course  of 
justice  is  one  of  ihe  great  scandals  of  the  age. 

But  beyond  a  short  reprieve  by  Governor  Beaver,  all  organ- 
ized pressure  upon  tlie  Board  of  Pardons  failed  to  extort  clem- 
ency, and  the  law  was  allowed  to  pursue  its  course.  T\k  case 
was  noteworthy  because  Mrs.  Whitcling  is  the  first  of  the 
females  who  have  resorted  to  homicidt  for  the  purpose  of 
defrauding  life  companies,  to  expiate  her  crime  on  the  gal- 
lows. Even  the  number  of  male  murderers  who  have  paid 
the  extreme  penalty  is  sadly  disproportionate  to  the  number 
of  those  who  luive  escape*!.  They  can  be  counted  on  one's 
fingers,  while  a  score  of  known  murderers,  lo  say  nothing  of 
those  unknown  except  to  Omniscience,  have,  in  one  way  or 
another,  managed  to  e»-ade  the  demands  of  justice.  In  at 
least  three  or  four  cases  where  men  an<l  women  combined  in 
|)lanning  and  executing  their  miinlcnnis  work,  the  women 
were  worse  inipcrsonatioiis  of  evil  passion  than  the  men.  just 
as  Lady  Macbeth  was  more  unscrupulous  thai)  her  husband. 
The  case  of  Mrs.  Whitcling  may  serve  as  a  warning  hereafter 
to  criminals  of  her  ov\ti  sex  that  they  must  not  look  to  5e.*t 
itself  for  immunity  from  the  consequences  of  their  actions. 


A  FAMILY  SLAUGHTERER. 

The  history  of  the  Somerville,  Mass.,  poisoner,  Mrs,  Sarah 
J.  Robinson,  shows  the  successful  removal  of  her  entire  family 
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before  she  was  convicted  in  due  process  o{  law.  Her  victims 
were  seven  in  number:  Moses,  her  husbaiiiJ:  Lizzie  J.,  her 
(laiigljter;  Willie  J.,  her  son;  t'rince  Arthur  Frecmajt,  her 
brothcr-in-iaw;  his  son  Thomas;  Mrs.  P.  A.  Freeman,  her 
sister,  and  Oliver  Sleeper,  who  boanletl  in  her  house,  and  is 
supposed  to  have  been  a  distant  relative.  Sleeper's  dcatli  was 
the  first,  Moses  Robinson's  second,  and  Mrs.  Freeman's^ 
whose  death  occurred  in  Fel>ruar>-.  1885,  the  third.  Previous 
to  I'rioce  A.  Freeman's  death  Mrs.  Robinson  had  his  life  insur- 
ance made  over  to  her.  In  June,  1885,  P.  A-  Freeman  died, 
his  infant  cliild  having  died  in  the  meaiilitne.  Tliomas  A. 
Freeman,  a  son  of  P.  A.  Freeman,  for  whom  there  was  tlie 
sum  of  ^,000  in  trust,  died  a  short  time  afterwards;  then  fol- 
lowed the  death  of  Lizzie  J.  Robinson ;  and  finally  thai  of 
Willie  J.  Robinson.  As  the  amount  of  the  claim  in  each  case 
was  p^d,  the  money  seemed  to  stimulate  the  fiend  to  iresh 
exertion.  With  the  exception  of  Oliver  Sleeper,  the  calculat- 
ing assassin  confined  her  operations  to  tlie  members  of  her 
own  family  successively. 

Mrs.  Robinson  was  first  tried  tor  the  murder  of  her 
daughter,  but  escaped  the  penalty  tlirough  the  disagreement 
of  the  jury.  She  was  then  tried  tor  the  murder  of  her  brother- 
in-law.  P.  A.  Freeman,  and  found  guilty  in  the  first  degree. 
The  usual  interposition  of  criminal  lawyers  and  of  morbid  sen- 
timentality saved  the  inhuman  wretch  from  the  gallows. 


ANOTHER  MASSACHUSETTS  CASE. 

Holyokc  furnished  a  second  edition  of  the  foregoing  family 
destroyer  in  the  person  of  Mrs,  Lizzie  Brcnnaii,  who  was 
arrested  at  her  home  on  the  26th  of  May.  1889,  on  suspicion 
of  having  causetl  the  death  of  her  husband  and  two  sons  by 
mixing  arsenic  with  their  food.  The  Brennans  had  six  chil- 
dren, and  Mrs.  Rrennan  succeeded  in  insuring  the  lives  of 
them  all,  including  herself  and  husband,  fcr  sums  ranging  from 
5:300  to  $2,000.  the  policies  being  made  paj-able  to  herself. 
The  husband.  Michael  Tlrmnan.  died  in  the  preceding  July 
under  suspicious  circumstances.  James  Brcnnan,  a  son.  died 
suddenly  about  six  weeks  before  the  woman's  arrest.   She  sup- 
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posed  his  life  insurance  had  been  increased,  but  on  claiming  it 
at  his  death  she  found  the  increase  had  been  made  by  mistake 
in  Uie  pulic>'  of  his  brollicr  Thomas.  It  was  tlic  ill-futcd 
'Ilujmas's  turn  next,  and  he  followed  speedily.  He  had  been 
taken  violently  sick  about  two  weeks  before  liis  death  and  went 
into  the  country,  where  he  rallied.  Oo  returning  home  he 
was  taken  sick  again  and  died  in  great  agony.  Beside  such 
destroyers  of  the  home  circle  Lucrezia  Borgia  might  pose  as  a 
saint 

A  PRINCETON  STORY. 

The  trial  of  Mrs.  Mattic  C.  Shann.  of  Princeton,  N.  J.. 
charged  with  the  murder  of  her  twenty-year  old  son,  Jolui 
F.  Shann,  Ity  slow  poison,  was  commenced  on  the  8th  of 
August.  1893.  and  cnd«I  on  the  igtli,  with  a  verdict  of  ac- 
quittal. The  alleged  motive  was  to  obtain  the  amount  of 
insurance,  $2,000,  upon  her  son's  life.  Since  the  accused  was 
(reed,  it  seems  hardly  worth  whiU-  to  rehearse  the  details  a( 
the  dismal  story.  Tlie  case  is  added  to  the  long  list  of  those 
in  which  the  prosecuting  ofliccrs,  with  apparently  abundant 
testimony  within  reach,  failed  to  convict  Whatever  the  baMS 
of  tlic  procedure  of  the  State  in  the  course  of  suspicion,  ancst, 
imprisonment,  indictment,  and  trial,  the  jury  could  directly 
reach  no  other  conclnsion.  If  the  woman  was  guilty,  and  yet 
allowcfl  to  c-icape,  no  fault  can  reasonably  rest  with  the  jury. 

To  those,  however,  who  sift  and  probe  and  dissect  with  the 
trained  eye  and  hajid  of  the  inquisitor  who  15  familiar  with 
the  varied  forms  of  criminal  assault  upon  life-insurance  com- 
panies, there  are  always  diagnostic  signs  which  to  them  are 
sufficiently  clear  and  indicative.  These  are  often  passed  over 
lightly  by  the  prosecutors  for  the  State,  or  twisted  out  of  their 
significance  by  the  lawyers  for  the  defense;  and  criminal  law- 
yers, as  we  know,  are  not  over-scrupulous.  In  the  present 
case,  for  example,  the  audacious  scheme  by  which  analysis 
of  the  alimentary  canal  was  precluded  was  of  itself  conclusive. 
Jolui  died  on  Monday  night,  and  on  the  night  following  three 
men  entered  the  house  and  diacmbowcltxl  the  body.  It  was 
a  bungling  piece  of  work,  but  the  object  was  accomphshed — 
the  removal  of  the  digestive  tract.    The  analytical  chemists 
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were  therefore  conlincd  to  the  kidneys  and  the  brain  in  their 
search  for  the  bicliloridc  of  mercury  with  which  John  had  been 
poisoned.  Mni.  Siiajin's  ]>atched-U]i  account,  on  the  ivitncss- 
stand,  of  the  nocturnal  visit,  was  ingenious  enough  to  create 
doubt  in  tlic  mind  of  the  average  juryman;  but  those  who 
have  been  drilled  to  weigh  and  measure  wiUi  dispassionate 
scales,  attach  to  such  explanation  or  plea  simply  what  it  is 
actually  worth — only  this  and  nothing  more. 

The  reporters  witli  their  usual  froth  and  gush  had  much 
to  say  about  the  innocent  looks,  the  evident  refinement,  the 
tasteful  dress,  the  admirable  behavior,  etc.,  of  llie  prisoner. 
The  public  was  treated  to  the  satne  sort  of  nauseating  stuff  in 
the  case  of  Mrs.  Victor  in  Ohio,  of  Mrs.  Wharlon  in  Balti- 
more, of  Mrs.  Maybrick  in  I^ndon.  Tlicse  effusive  writers 
appear  to  forget  what  Hamlet  has  told  them,  "  The  devil  hatti 
power  to  assume  a  pleasing  shape."  The  best  that  can  be 
said  of  such  women  is  that  if  their  guilt  was  not  proved, 
neither  was  their  innocence  established. 


FIXED  THE  HUSBAND.  BUT  FAILED  WITH  THE  SON. 

The  widow  Vandegrift,  a!  Mt.  Holly.  N.  J.,  undertook  to 
put  her  son.  Frank  C.  Norman,  out  of  the  way,  in  order  to 
realize  the  amount  of  insuraJicc  on  his  life,  in  the  early  months 
of  l&jo.  Her  favorite  drug  was  crotoii  oil.  Fortunately  for 
the  young  man.  Dr.  W.  E.  Hall,  the  attending  physician,  inter- 
vened in  time  to  save  his  life.  The  gist  of  Dr.  Hall's  testi- 
mony, which  was  direct  and  pointed,  was  as  follows: 

Normans  symptoms  were  those  arising  from  croton  oil 
pai-soniiig.  No  disease  that  he  knew  of  was  accomfianicd  by 
the  same  group  of  symptoms.  Tlie  medicines  prescribed  for 
tbe  patient  were  cast  aside  by  Mrs.  Vandcgrift,  who  doscti  bim 
with  senna  and  croton  oil.  She  told  the  doctor  he  ate  two 
dozen  lemons  and  smoked  twenty  cigars  a  day.  and  that  it  was 
this  that  caused  his  illness.  Norman  denied  Uie  statement. 
Mrs.  Vandcgrift  told  the  witness  that  her  s»in's  illness  was  a 
great  disadvantage  to  her.  as  she  was  to  he  married  to  a  Phila- 
delphia gentleman  on  June  1st  and  go  to  Europe,  but  now  it 
would  have  to  he  postponed.     It  wa.i  about  this  time  Dr.  Hall 
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discovered  that  Mrs.  Vandegrift  was  buying  croton  oil  at  a 
number  of  drug  stores  ui  Burlington,  and  he  set  a  trap,  he 
said,  and  caught  her.  On  being  accused  of  administering  the 
poison  slie  denied  it,  but  said  she  had  bought  some  to  remove 
her  corns.  When  she  was  threatened  with  arrest,  5hc  begged 
the  doctor  not  to  have  her  locked  up,  and  conseiiled  to  allow 
her  son  to  be  removed  to  a  hospital.  Afterward  she  withdrew 
her  consent  and  threatened  to  have  Dr.  Halt  and  Dr.  Gauntt 
arrested  for  defamation  of  character,  whereupon  the  latter 
said  with  a  smile:  "  Do  so,  and  I  will  then  show  that  you  not 
only  tried  to  kill  your  son  in  order  to  secure  the  insurance  of 
$14,000  on  his  life,  biit  that  you  also  did  kill  your  husband, 
Joseph  Vandegrift.  in  1887.  by  means  of  croton  oil.  and  he 
told  his  friends  just  before  his  death  that  he  knew  you  were 
killing  him  by  inches."  On  hitaring  this  statement,  the  doctor 
continued,  her  son  left  the  house,  saying  he  was  now  satisfied 
that  his  mother  I:ad  been  trying  to  murder  him  ever  since  he 
rctunied  from  Philadelphia. 

THE  RISK  OF  ENLISTING  CONNIVANCE. 

Mrs.  M.iry  M.  Kofford,  of  Leadville.  Co!.,  aged  35,  con- 
spired with  her  husband's  younger  brother,  J.  G.  Kofford, 
age  59,  to  insure  the  life  of  her  husband,  Hans,  then  poison 
him.  and,  with  the  proceeds,  move  to  Nebraska  and  buy  a 
fann.  Tlirce  policies  were  obtainedi,  two  in  co-operatives. 
and  one  in  the  Travelers,  to  the  amount  of  $5,500;  $ijOOO  in 
the  Korky  Mountain  Insurance  and  Savings.  $2,000  in  the 
Great  Western  Mutual  Association,  and  $2,500  in  the  Trav- 
elers. The  parties  were  all  Danes,  and  were  so  ignorant  and 
debased  that  the  circumstances  lose  much  of  tlie  interest  tliat 
would  otherwise  attach  to  the  case.  Mrs.  Kofford  approached 
a  dentist.  Dr.  Rose,  .ind  made  a  confidant  of  him,  announcing 
her  piiriKise,  and  offering  liiin  3  share  in  the  plumler  to  the 
extent  of  $300  for  an  effective  poison  lu  be  prepared  by  him. 
Rose  held  successive  interviews  with  the  woman  in  order  to 
cntni|»  her  the  more  completely,  and  finally  arranged  to  con- 
ceal witnesses  of  the  transactions  between  them.  Captain  C. 
H.  Perkins,  a  detective,  and  Mr.  Jacob  Bemhcimer.  the  insui> 


«8  FEMALE  POISONERS. 

ance  aeent,  were  so  screened  hy  a  partition  in  Rose';:  nfficc  that 
ihcy  could  scu  as  well  as  hear  aJI  that  was  done.  The  woman 
was  a]lowc«l  to  rctum  home  with  a  hannlc^s  liquid,  and  with 
directions  for  atlministcring  the  pretended  pnison.  That  even- 
ing the  guilty  pair  were  arrested  and  lodged  in  jail  to  await 
judicial  procedure,  and  Dr.  Rose  was  credited  nitli  excellent 
tnaiiageiitent  of  the  case  as  an  amateur  detective. 


A  DEPTFORD  CASE. 

On  the  17th  of  July,  i88g,  at  Greenwich  Police  Court,  Elisa- 
beth Frost,  aged  30,  married,  of  155  Churcli  Street,  Deptford 
(a  borough  adjacent  to  Greenwich  on  the  Surrey  side  o(  the 
Thames),  was  charged  as  an  accomplice  of  her  mother,  Mrs. 
Winters,  with  the  wilful  murder  of  Eliza  Frost,  between  Feb- 
ruary 1st  and  8tli.  (888;  of  William  Sutton,  between  December 
4th  and  8lh,  1888;  and  of  Sydney  Bolton,  alK>ut  February, 
1889,  by  poisoning.  Mr.  Angus  Lewis  prosecuted  for  the 
Treasury,  and  after  briefly  reciting  the  facts  of  the  case,  he 
informed  the  magistrate  of  the  death  of  Mrs.  Winters,  and  said 
it  would  now  be  necessary  to  proceed  with  the  charge  against 
the  prisoner  alone.  In  addition  to  the  three  charges  of  mur- 
der, there  would  be  a  further  charge  of  attempted  murder  of 
Mar>'  Ann  Bolton,  a  Httie  girl,  sister  of  Sydney  Bnlion.  He 
pointed  out  that  in  each  case  the  deceafie<l  person  was  nursed 
by  Mrs.  Winters  and  the  prisoner,  and  the  symptoms  wertr 
always  the  same*,  ^fr.  Lewis  said  that  on  the  previous  night 
they  were  infonncd  tliat  Mrs.  Winters,  before  she  dit-d,  made 
a  verj-  important  statement,  and  it  was  desirable  to  have  an 
opportunity  to  inquire  into  the  tnitli  of  that  statement.  He 
therefore  asked  the  magistrate  now  to  further  rcnian<l  the 
accused,  to  which  request  Mr.  Kennedy  acceded.  Mrs.  Frost 
was  brought  up  on  remand,  when,  in  view  of  the  confession 
made  by  Mrs.  Winters,  the  charges  of  murder  were  withdrawn 
and  one  of  forging  receipts,  etc.,  to  obl^n  insurance  money, 
substituted. 

Before  the  death  of  Mrs.  Winters,  her  conduct  had  awakened 
suspicion.  As  an  example  nf  the  cimmist.inces  which  led  to 
distrust,  it  may  be  mentioned  that  after  the  death  of  Sydney 


Bolton  his  father  was  satisfied  with  the  sussurance  given  him 
by  Mrs.  Winters  to  the  effect  that  she  had  failed  to  keep  up 
Ihc  premiums  »-ith  respect  to  the  boy.  But  some  time  after- 
wards the  fattier  wa£  shown  an  advertisement  circular  of  tlie 
Liverpool  Victoria  Legal  Kricndly  Society,  and  amon^  the 
names  of  persons  in  respect  of  whose  deaths  the  society  had 
|)aid  claims  was  that  of  Sydney  Bolton.  Inquiries  were  made 
and  the  result  was  disclosure  of  a  systematic  scries  of  poison- 
ings. It  was  also  learned  that  Mrs.  Frost  signed  her  name  at 
the  insurance  office  as  Bolton,  and  represented  herself  as  the 
muthcr  of  the  dead  boy  when  the  claim  [or  payment  was 
made. 

When  Mr&  Winters  found  tliat  her  end  was  approaching, 
she  made  full  confession  of  her  guilt  in  the  presence  of  her 
husband  and  one  of  her  daughters.  She  said  she  could  not 
imagine  what  induced  her  to  commit  the  crimes,  as  she  had 
never  been  short  of  money.  She  further  declare<l  that  her 
daughter,  Eiizabclh  Frost,  who  was  then  under  remand  on  the 
charges  of  murder,  was  entirely  innocent,  knowing  nothing 
of  the  conduct  which  her  mother  was  pursuing.  Her  own 
death  was  attended  with  suspicious  circumstances.  Although 
the  coroner  considered  an  inquest  unnecessary,  there  was  rea- 
son to  believe,  as  Dr.  Macnaughton  said,  ttut  she  was  cither 
"  quietly  done  away  with,  or  she  may  have  committed  suicide 
by  poisoning  with  arsenic,  or  white  prccipitale." 

Dr.  Macnaughton  vi-as  the  physician  who  gave  certificates 
of  death  in  the  cases  of  the  three  persons  whose  bodies  weru 
subsequently  exhumed,  and  who  was  censured  for  carelessness 
by  the  coroner's  jury.  In  reply  he  made  the  tulluwing  state- 
ment: 

"  1  ask  in  tlic  name  of  common'sen^e.  on  what  tcronniH  wa»  I  to 
wilhtujld  certificates?  The  fotlowins  tK  a  plain  §tRtcment  of  the  facts, 
of  ilie  case:  On  Februar>*  .id,  r«ffl.  I  was  called  in  to  iscc  Eliza  Frort. 
She  presented  .symptoms  which  iiukIii  have  I>cen  due  lo  a  variety  of 
cauiie!).  She  had  the  app«anitice  of  a  woman  addieied  to  drink.  Mrs 
Winters  and  Mrs,  Frost  were  always  present  while  I  was  ciumininK 
the  patient.  U  they  arc  Kutliy  of  the  erimc  alleged  against  them,  m-as 
I  likely  to  obtain  a  true  account  from  th^'se  people?  I  wai  tolally 
deceived,  and  every  circumstance  whi«h  nii^ht  Iwve  aroused  siis- 
pidon  in  my  mind  wa»  carefully  concealed  from  my  knowledge.    II, 
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BE  Mrs.  E.  Delenuin  taid  at  the  inquest,  the  beef-tea,  etc..  disagreed 
will)  llic  pultcDl,  why  did  she  nol  inform  mc?  Surely  I  was  tlic  proper 
person  to  be  toM  ul  ihac  suiiikiuus  circuniiitaiicca.  But  she  wiili* 
held  irom  me,  cither  through  ignorance  or  gross  carelessness,  this 
informaiion  of  vita!  importance  a  knawlcdicc  of  which  on  my  part 
might  have  been  the  means  of  saving  her  mother's  life:  and  now  the 
tries  lo  pose  before  the  Dcptfofd  public  as  an  ilUuscd  woman.  If  the 
symptoms  ol  irjctiicnl  pciistininK  oujthl  lo  have  been  apparent  to 
nic  on  February  3d,  iStttt,  ought  ihey  not  to  have  been  equally  so 
to  Dr.  Kingston  on  the  7tli?  As  rcgaids  the  next  case,  that  of  the 
girl  Mary  Ann  Bollon.  1  have  simply  to  say  that  the  reason  of  my 
obierting  to  her  removal  to  the  hospital  was  that  she  was  rapidly 
getting  hciter,  und  that  I  conAidcred  a  conratcsceot  home  much  more 
suitable  ior  her.  William  Sutton,  whom  I  next  attended,  was  in 
similar  hands,  and  deception,  as  usual,  the  rule  of  procedure.  The 
same  may  be  said  with  regard  (o  Sydney  Bolton.  Disturbed  at  all 
hour.t  of  the  night,  and  met  with  deceit  and  licit,  it  was  ximply  impns- 
siMe  To  arrive  al  an  accurate  judgment  in  the  case,  Tlie  death  of 
MrK.  Winters  hersell  was  .is  mystcrioiit  as  any  ol  the  others,  and  yet 
no  inquiry  seems  to  be  thought  necessary.  Her  symptom*  (rom  lime 
to  time  were  certainly  as  suspicious  as  in  the  other  cases;  and  why 
the  authorities  have  accepted  a  death  certificate  from  a  doctor  who 
only  saw  the  case  twice,  and  who  must  have  judged  considerably 
from  hear^iay.  passes  coinprchcnsion,  particularly  sf>  when  it  is  remem- 
bered thai  a  diversity  ol  opinion  existed  amongst  the  several  medical 
men  who  attended  Mrs.  Winters,  as  to  the  real  nature  of  her  com- 
plaint." 

The  reference  of  Dr.  Macnaughton  to  "  white  precipitate  '* 
was  derived  from  the  confession  of  Mr&.  Winters,  in  which  she 
slated  that  she  had  used  it  in  the  murderous  work  through 
wliicli  she  liad  defrauded  the  Prudential  Office.  It  seems 
likely  that  she  confounded  the  term  white  precipitate  with 
eillier  arsenic  or  corrosive  sulilimalc.  The  form  of  tnercury 
almost  universally  ajdminislered  with  honiicitlal  or  suicidal 
intent  is  the  bichloride  (corrosive  sublimate),  while  Vi-iiitc  pre- 
cipitate (arnmoniated  tnercury,  ammonio-chloride  of  mwctiryl 
is  so  far  down  in  the  list  of  mercurial  salts,  and  is  resorted  to 
for  criminal  ])uri>o.wB  with  such  extreme  infrecjuency,  that  it 
receives  little  more  than  a  passing  notice  from  the  aulhiirilies 
on  tnxicolog)'  and  medical  jurispnideucc.  In  medicine  it  is 
not  used  internally,  and  is  only  employed  cxtcmally  in  the  wa-y 
of  inunction.  When  taken  internally,  by  mistake  or  dcMgn, 
it  acts  as  a  powerful  poison,  but  it  is  so  )iltle  known  that  it 
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would  be  a  matter  of  curious  interest  to  leam  how  an  ignorant 
woman  like  Mrs.  Winters  could  have  been  led  to  use  it.  Of 
course,  its  presence  is  as  readily  detected  by  chemical  analysis 
as  that  of  any  other  mercurial  preparation. 


THE  LIVERPOOL  SISTERS. 

On  the  l6th  of  Fcbruajj-,  1884.  two  sisters  in  Liverpool, 
Eng.,  Nfrs.  Catherine  Flannagan,  aged  54,  and  Mrs.  Margaret 
Higgins,  aged  44,  were  tried  on  four  indictments  for  murder 
— tirst,  with  murdering  Thomas  Higgins,  the  husband  of  the 
prisoner  Higgins,  on  the  ad  of  October,  1883;  secondly,  with 
murdering  Margaret  Jennings,  who  lodged  with  her  father 
at  the  house  of  Tlannagan,  011  the  35th  of  January,  1883;  and 
thirdly,  with  murdering  John  Flannagan,  the  son  of  the  pris- 
oner Flannagan.  on  the  Ttli  of  December.  1880.  The  fourth 
indictment  charged  the  prisoner  Itiggins  alone  mth  murdering 
Mar)-  Higgins,  the  daiighlcr  of  Thomas  Higgins  by  his  firrt 
wife  The  prosecution  elected  to  p^occ1^d  on  the  first  indict- 
ment. 

Mrs.  Flaanagan  was  a  money-lender  in  a  small  way,  and  was 
in  the  habit  of  taking  for  her  security  creditors'  policies  in 
industrial  insurance  companies.  As  an  outcome  of  this  prac- 
tice she  acquired  a  taste  for  speculative  insurance  on  the  lives 
of  parties  who  were  under  no  jwcuniary  obligations  to  her. 
As  there  had  been  a  certain  amount  of  justification  for  her 
earlier  transactions,  the  friendly  societies  and  industrial  com- 
panies to  which  she  liad  recourse  appear  to  have  become  less 
guarded  in  their  dealings,  and  less  exacting  in  their  inquiries 
as  to  the  chaiactcr  and  extent  of  her  interest.  I'ault  was 
found  with  them  for  not  only  insuring  the  hfe  of  Higpns  for 
a  total  amount  out  of  all  proportion  to  his  means  and  his  posi- 
tion in  a  low  and  depraved  class,  but  tor  insuring  him  without 
his  knowledge.  He  had  been  accqued  by  the  Victoria  Legal, 
the  Royal  Liver,  the  \VesIc>-an  Club,  the  Scottish  Legal,  the 
Prudential,  the  British  Workman's,  and  some  others,  for  sums 
ranging  from  £25  to  £40  eacll. 

Tlierc  was  reason  to  believe  that  Mrs.  Flannagan  had  killed 
at   least   six   people,  among  them   her  Imsband     She  was 
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accused  of  poisoning  the  latttr,  but  she  brought  suit  lor  slan- 
der, and  was  awarded  £5  damages.  In.  Higgins's  case,  how- 
ever, the  circunistajiccs  led  the  way  for  such  well-grounded 
suspicion  that  the  coroner  ordered  the  funeral  to  be  stopped 
and  a  post-mortem  examination  to  he  made.  Hence  the 
detection  of  the  arsenical  poisoning,  and  the  discovery  ot  evi- 
dence which  led  to  conviction.  The  jury  returned  with  the 
verdict  of  guilty  after  an  absence  of  three-quarters  of  an  hour, 
and  upon  its  amioimcement  Mr.  Justice  Butt.  In  passing  sen- 
tence, said: 

Alter  a  most  patient  and  ca,rc(ul  inquiiy,  yoa  have  been  found 
gulhy  of  the  crime  of  wilful  murder.  Everything  thai  ability  coutd 
(Jo  has  brcn  done  in  ynitr  itefcnsL-  by  thnse  whn  kindly  uiidenook  it. 
The  evidviicv  is  such  a&  to  leave  no  iloubt  in  Uic  minda  oi  those  who 
hrard  it  that  you  were  mtilty  n(  the  crime.  The  relation  the  murdered 
man  bore  Co  you,  to  say  nothing  of  others  whole  dcaihs  it  has  been 
suggested  you  have  caused,  malces  the  murder  so  horrible,  and  it  has 
been  carried  out  so  crudly.  so  relcntlet&ly.  and  from  motives  so 
sordid,  that  il  makes  one  shudder  to  think  of  the  depth  to  which 
our  common  humanity  is  capable  of  sinking.  Wiclced.  cruel,  and  base 
»i  you  arc,  1  do  not  forget  that  you  are  still  human.  One  thing  yoa 
have  in  common  with  us  all,  and  that  is  the  hope  of  an  existence 
hereafter.  It  i.s  the  only  hope  le(t  to  you  now.  1  trust  that  hope  will 
be  some  alleviation  oE  your  gufFerliit;  during  Ihc  very  ahort  time  that 
you  have  to  live.  For  the  cTtine  you  have  cnmniiiied  you  luuM  die, 
and  it  only  fcmaing  for  me  to  pass  on  you  the  sentence  of  the  law. 

His  lordship  then  pasaed  sentence  of  death  in  tlte  usual 
manner  and  form. 


THE  TOPMOST  ON  THE  LIST 

TIic  prc-cniincncc  or  championship  appears  lo  have  been 
attained  by  a  married  woman  narne<l  Van  der  Linden,  in  the 
old  historic  tomi.  Leyden,  in  Holland.  In  the  latter  part  of 
1883  she  was  arrested  on  a  charge  of  having  murdered  sixteen 
persons  within  a  few  years,  nearly  all  of  her  victims  being 
members  of  her  own  family,  inchuling  five  of  bcr  childiWl 
She  had  their  lives  insured  tor  her  benefit,  and  received  th( 
amount  of  the  policies  after  their  deaths.  She  confessed  he*' 
guilt,  but  her  story  was  .so  incredible  in  the  boundless  wicked- 
ness it  revealed,  that  most  persons  were  inclined  to  nrject  it  in 
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its  full  extent,  even  on  the  assumption  of  hoiiiiculal  mania.  IE 
little  more  than  half  of  the  statcmcnis  were  true,  she  capped 
the  climax  of  female  poisoning. 

It  is  noteworthy,  by  the  way,  that  nearly  all  of  tlie  famous 
poisoners  of  history  have  been  women,— Lociista,  Lucrctia 
Borgria,  Spara,  and  Tofana  in  Italy,  Brinvilliers,  Lavoisin, 
Lavigoreux,  and  Catherine  de  Medici  in  Krancc,  and  the 
Countess  of  Somerset  in  England,  who  attained  in  their  day 
an  infamous  notoriety.  But  Ihc  victims  uf  these  assassins 
were  husbands  incouvcniently  in  the  way  of  lovers,  or  mem- 
bers of  royal  or  noble  families  who  blocked  the  path  of  pro- 
motion to  persons  ambitious  to  usurp  their  places.  Such 
murders  were  instljcatcd  by  intrigues,  and  treacheries,  and 
poIiticiU  complications.  A  motive  so  sordid  as  that  of  robbing 
an  insurance  company  was  as  undreamed  of  in  those  earlier 
days  as  iA*as  the  system  of  insurance  itself,  Madame  Brin- 
villiers put  her  father  and  brothers  out  of  the  way,  but  there 
were  family  oomplicatiuns  and  n^mantic  intrigues  which  re- 
relievcd  her  poiiwining  of  vulgar  and  brutish  coarseiiess. 
Tofana.  when  subjected  to  the  torture,  confessed  having  sup- 
plied her  arsenical  and  antimoniaJ  solution  in  six  hundred 
cases  of  murder,  but  she  never  was  accuse<l  of  slaughtering 
her  own  children  for  pecuniar}-  gMn. 

In  the  chamber  of  the  l^roschthiu"m,  of  the  old  city  wall  of 
Nuremberg,  among  the  strange  instnmients  of  torture  and 
death  which  have  been  preserved,  is  the  iron  virgin  (ei-teme 
jungfrau).  It  is  a  female  figure  about  seven  feet  in  height, 
which  opens  and  shuts  with  springs,  and  while  embracing  the 
condemned  who  is  thrust  into  its  arms,  pierces  him  with  knives 
and  daggers,  and  then  releases  and  drops  him  into  the  dead 
vaults  below.  Once,  during  a  visit,  as  the  writer  examined  the 
workings  of  this  curious  contriN-ancc,  which  forms  the  crown- 
ing feature  of  the  dialxiliral  contents  of  the  ninseuin,  he  won- 
dered and  shudderetl  at  the  barbarism  of  mcdi.-eval  days,  but 
in  reviewing  llie  atrocities  of  such  a  devil  incarnate  as  \'an 
dcr  Linden  the  wonder  and  the  shudder  fade  away  before  tins 
appalling  exhibition  of  latter-day  satanism. 
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Ill  further  illustration  of  the  varied  forms  of  fraudulent  intent 
under  consideration,  we  have  now  to  remind  our  readers  that 
the  annals  of  criminal  jurisprudence  prove  that  desperate  men 
sometimes  liave  recourse  to  suicide.  The  game  of  life  turns 
against  them  until  they  become  reckless  ol  their  own  fate,  and 
only  solicitous  of  worldly  provision  for  their  immediate  kin- 
dred. The  Yorkshire  squire,  of  whom  Mr.  Francis  gives  such 
a  graphic  account,  dcstro^'cd  lus  life  to  dupe  the  gamc&tcrs 
who  had  ruined  him,  and  who  had,  besides,  heavily  insured  him 
to  cover  the  losses  otherwise  unprovided  for.  To  complete  the 
revenge  by  the  forfeiture  of  the  policies,  the  companies  were 
properly  notified.  But  such  a  motive  is  altogether  exceptional 
Tlic  invariable  purpose  in  self-nuirder  is  to  die.  not  that  others 
may  lost,  but  that  others  may  win.  The  class  of  suicides  of 
which  the  present  cluptcr  furnishes  some  notable  instances, 
having  no  further  interest  in  individual  existence,  exhibit  both 
willingness  and  eagerness  to  impose  upon  the  companies  the 
burden  of  the  support  of  those  they  leave  behind.  They  adopt 
every  available  method  of  concealment  of  purpose,  but  at  the 
same  time  lliey  know  full  well,  that  thoug:h  in  the  applicaiton  of 
circumstantial  evidence  to  the  proof  of  criminal  responsibility 
the  motive  may  he  delected,  their  heirs  will  obtain  the  sympathy 
of  impressible  but  unreasoning;  juries,  and  profit  by  the  fraud. 

Of  late  years  this  subject  has  engag^^d  the  attention  of 
some  of  the  ablest  underwriters  of  the  country.  "  Suicide  has 
become  so  cnmmon."  says  Presideiu  P.alterson.  "that  hardly  a, 
day  passes  in  which  we  cannot  find  the  melancholy  fact  re- 
ported in  snmo  of  the  paper?,  as  an  item  of  news,  accompanied 
by  the  cheerful  intelligence  that  the  deceased  had  left  his  family 
well  provided  with  policies  ol  life  inMirai^cc.  Concerning  the 
fact  that  the  suicide  can  obtiin  for  himself  no  pecuniary  or 
other  advantage  by  hastening  his  own  death,  it  becomes  most 
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important  to  consider  the  motives  which  induce  him  to  commit 
tlic  deed.  When  minfortunes  and  trouble,  cither  present  or 
prospective,  have  rendered  the  cares  of  life  heavy  and  weari- 
some, suicide  is  the  first  remedy  suggested  by  a  weak  and 
cowardly  mind.  The  hope  of  escaping  personal  responsibility, 
V  some  impending  |X'cUTiiary  disaster,  ur  the  i>cnalty  of  lesser 
crimes,  and  at  the  same  time  of  making  provision  for  those 
who  would  be  destitute  and  dependent  upon  liini,  are  tlic  most 
powerful  motives  to  seIf-de.struction.  The  most  convenient 
means  of  satisfying  the  motive,  and  one  always  at  liand,  in 
foimd  in  a  policy  of  life  insurance. 

■■  The  wrong  done  both  to  the  insurers  'nd  insured  is  trifling 
in  comparison  with  the  greater  wrong  to  society,  and  its  eiTect 
upon  public  morals.  The  insurance  of  life  in  such  cases  is  no 
compensation  or  endowment  given  upon  the  loss  of  it,  hut  a 
positive  temptation  to  throw  it  away.  It  breaks  down  utterly 
Ihc  one  chief  argument  of  self-conservation,  viz.:  the  argument 
of  family  want  and  protection;  tuniing  it  directly  round  to 
make  it  an  argument  of  self-destruction  for  the  family  benefit 
It  loosens,  in  this  nianner,  too,  the  bonds  of  reason  just  now 
reeling,  it  may  he,  ofif  its  throne,  making  desperation  more 
desperate,  distraction  more  distracted,  l>ad  impulse  wider  and 
more  uncontrollable,  and  vice  itself  a  more  overmastering  tor- 
ment And  then,  when  court-triers  come  after,  practicing  their 
loose  trivialities  in  the  name  of  justice,  and  covering  over  the 
tremendous  fraud  of  «lf-nMirrier  by  figments  of  insanity,  too 
thin  to  be  more  thaji  lying  pretexts,  any  one  can  see  that  the 
sanctity  of  life  must  be  giving  way  with  frightful  rapidity.  Tlie 
only  remedy  is  in  removing  the  motive;  and  we  firmly  believe 
that  if  sonic  legislative  power  could  prevent  the  writing  of  any 
life  policy  which  recognizes  suicide  as  a  legitimate  claim  upon 
the  insurers,  it  would  very  soon  cease  lo  be  regarded  as  a 
respectable  or  desirable  method  of  providing  for  one's  family." 

The  various  expetlients  resorted  to  by  suicides,  lo  accom-' 
plisli  ttieir  purpose,  show  in  an  inlerestirrg  manner  with  what 
consummate  skill  iliey  not  only  mt-asure  the  eftects  of  Hfe- 
destroyiiTg  materials,  but  so  destroy  them  as  to  furnish  ev'i- 
dence  of  insinity  in  some  cases,  of  accident  or  of  homicide 
in  others;  and  in  nearly  all  can  be  found  some  carefully  devised 
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l>1aii  fur  concealing  tlic  evidence  wlikh  would  prove  the  inten- 
tion and  bclray  the  motive. 


A  PENNSYLVANIA  FELO  DE  SE. 

One  of  the  earliest  cases  of  deliberate  suicide  in  the  United 
States,  (or  the  evident  purpose  of  dehrauding  a  life  insurance 
company,  is  thai  of  William  Callendcr,  of  York,  Pennsylvania. 

Callender  rode  on  horseback  to  Harrisburg,  where,  on  the 
36th  of  March,  1851,  be  obtained  a  policy  of  insurance  on  bis 
liEr  in  the  snm  of  $5,000,  from  the  Keystone  Mutual  Life  and 
Health  Insurance  Company  of  Harrisburg.  He  started  home 
the  same  afternoon,  was  taken  sick  on  the  way  and  obliged 
to  dismount  from  his  hers*  at  a  toll-house  on  the  turnpike, 
where  he  died  during  the  ensuing  night. 

The  policy  was  conditioned  to  be  void  if  "tlie  assurctl  died 
by  his  own  hand,"  and  the  company,  being  in  possession  of 
proof  that  Callendcr  died  from  the  self-administration  of  arsenic, 
with  the  deliberate  purpose  of  terminating  his  existence  while 
in  full  possession  of  hts  mental  [acuities,  declined  to  make 
payment. 

The  administrator  of  Callcnder's  estate  having  brought  suit, 
it  was  proved  by  llie  dL'fciidant  that,  at  8  o'clock  on  the  morning 
of  the  26lh.  Callendcr  purchased  arsenic  at  the  drug  store  of 
one  Martin  Liitr:  that,  after  effecting  the  insurance,  be  went  to 
a  restaurant,  called  for  oysters,  and  after  sprinkling  the  arsenic 
over  the  oysters,  ate  them;  that  Ihc  arsenic  was  delected  in  the 
stomach  by  post-viortem  chemical  analysis;  and,  moreover,  it 
was  in  evidence  that  Callendcr  had  made  declarations  of  an 
intention  to  commit  suicide. 

One  of  the  prominent  points  in  the  defense  was  that  at  the 
time  of  applying  for  insurance  the  applicant  was  guilty  of  mis- 
represcnlatioii  in  matters  material  to  the  risk.  He  stated,  for 
instance,  that  be  was  a  fanner  by  occupation,  wliereas  it  was 
shown  on  the  trial  that  he  had  not  been  a  farmer  for  many 
years,  but  was  haliitiially  and  diligently  engaged  in  a  business 
perilous  to  life,  that  of  catching  fugitive  slaves.  It  was  proved 
that  he  lately  had  been  to  VVilkesharre  and  other  places  in 
puHiuit  of  negroes,  and  that  only  a  few  days  before  his  death 
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he  had  been  in  Hagerstown,  Maryland,  to  bargain  for  the 
apprehension  of  fugitives. 

Dut  proofs  of  misrepresentation  were  hardly  needed  to 
strengthen  the  defendant's  cause.  The  ruling  of  tiie  court, 
that  suicide,  according  to  the  expressed  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  policy,  avoided  ihe  contract,  was  atl-suRicicnt,  and  the 
company  was  sustained  acconiingly.  Upon  ap()cal,  the  deci- 
sion of  the  lower  court  was  affirmed,  and  the  Supreme  Court 
added  that  the  court  hclow  wa-s  "  vcrj-  plainly  right,  tn  charg- 
ing that  if  no  such  condition  had  been  inserted  in  the  policy, 
s  man  who  commits  suicide  is  gtiilty  of  sucli  a  fraud  upon  tl»e 
insurers  of  his  life  that  his  representatives  cannot  recover  for 
that  reason  alone." 


COLVOCORESSES. 

It  is  seldom  that  the  public  mind  sustains  so  severe  a  shock 
as  it  did  upon  tlie  announcenu-nt  of  what  ai)i)tar(;d  to  liave  been 
a  brutal  murder  of  Captain  Colvocoresses,  a  distinguished 
retired  officer  of  the  United  States  Navy,  who  was  discovered 
in  a  dying  condition,  in  an  un[re(|uented  street  in  the  city  of 
Bridgeport,  Connecticut,  at  a  late  hour  of  die  night  of  June  3d, 
1872.  The  newspapers  of  the  day  were  filled  with  sensational 
details  of  the  occurrence,  and  every  rumor  touching  the  tragic 
event  quickly  found  its  way  into  print.  After  a  lapse  of  sev- 
eral years,  we  may  now  view  the  facts  and  circumstances 
attendant  upon  this  remarkable  case  with  frcc<loni  from  the 
prejudice  which  necessarily  o1)Scured  Ihvni  at  Ihe  time  of  their 
occurrence.  At  all  events,  in  this  recital  of  incidents  and  facts 
we  shall  confine  ourselves  to  the  narration  o(  such  only  as  are 
believed  to  be  true. 

Closely  intertwined  with  the  history  of  this  c^•cnt  arc  certain 
facts  connected  with  heavy  insurances  which  had  previously 
been  effected  upon  Captain  Colvocoresses'  life.  It  was,  osten- 
sibly, to  meet  the  agent  who  had  placed  this  insurance,  that  he 
was  f«  rottte  for  New  York  at  the  time  of  his  mysterious  death. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  make  this  account  wholly  clear,  it  will  be 
necessary  lo  advert  briefly  to  the  particulars  of  this  insurance. 

It  appears  llial  Captain  Colvocnresses  called  at  the  office  of 
the  Cominonweallli  Life  Insurance  Company  in  New  York 
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city,  on  tlic  23d  day  of  Decenibtr,  1871,  saying  that  he  desired 
to  |>laci-  a  coiiaidcrabk'  aiiiuunt  uf  insurance  upon  his  life,  and 
n-qucsted  an  introduction  tu  some  of  (he  other  life  companies. 
He  was  taken  to  the  office  of  the  North  America  Life  and  the 
Connecticut  Mutual,  where  he  undenvcnt  tlic  usual  medical 
examinations.  On  the  evening  of  the  same  day  he  left  the  city 
for  his  home  in  Liteliiield,  Connecticut. 

A  few  days  later,  an  agent  of  the  Commonwealth  Company 
w^nt  to  Litchfield  for  the  purpose  of  conferring-  with  Captain 
Colvocoresscs  about  placing  the  remainder  of  his  insurance. 
and  held  an  interview  with  him  upon-  that  subject,  on  the  morn- 
ing of  December  27th.  In  reply  to  a  question  as  to  his  object 
in  obtaining:  so  large  an  amount — for  he  had  said  he  proposed 
to  insure  ver^-  much  more  than  $50,000 — the  Captain  replied 
tliat  he  had  to  go  to  Washington  to  attend  to  a  suit  against  the 
navy  department  for  more  prize  money,  and  as  he  might  lose 
the  suit  and  the  mont^y  it  would  co&t  lilm  to  prosecute  it,  he 
had  determined  to  place  as  much  insurance  upon  Iiis  life  as  was 
the  anioimt  lie  was  contesting  for.  He  said  he  did  not  desire 
to  have  the  insurance  take  effect  before  the  15th  of  January. 
He  appeared  to  be  distrustful  of  the  agent  because  he  was  a 
New  York  man,  and  said  that  he  had  been  smmlled  out  of 
nearly  all  his  prize  money  thniugli  the  investments  he  had 
made  with  brokers  there;  and  he  named  Utley  and  Dougherty 
in  connection  with  transactions  in  Rochester  water  bonds. 
Upon  being  assured  that  his  premiums  could  be  paid  directly 
to  the  companies,  lie  became  satisfie«l  upon  that  point,  and 
then  entered  upon  partial  negotiations  witli  the  agent  to  place 
the  insurance  for  him.  He  named  sonic  of  the  companies  with 
which  he  had  already  conferred,  and  others  which  he  proposed 
to  patronize.  "  I  want  all  the  preiiiiuuis,"  he  said,  "  to  be 
scmi-anmtal,  as  my  ready  funds  will  not  pcniiil  tny  paying  Ihfm 
annually."  The  companies  and  amounts  he  mentioned  at  this 
time  were:  New  Knglan<l  Mutual.  $10,000:  Norihweslcrn 
Mutual,  $10,000:  John  Hancock,  S5.000:  National  (Vermont). 
$5,000;  Commonwealth.  $5,000.  The  agent  arranged  to  for- 
ward the  applications  by  mail  to  Captain  Colvocoresscs.  who 
stipulated  that  tlicy  should  be  in  duplicnte.  in  order  that  he 
might  reserve  a  copy  of  each  application,  saying  that  if  any 
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trouble  should  arise,  in  the  event  of  his  death,  he  wanted 
copies  to  be  in  the  hands  of  his  heirs. 

The  applications  were  sent  as  agreed,  and  about  the  13th  or 
14th  of  January  the  Captain  went  to  New  York,  luiving  with 
him  the  applications  all  filled  out.  He  said  that  he  desired 
more  insurance,  and  mentioned  these  companies  witli  the 
amounts  he  wished:  Mutual  Life,  Sio,ooo;  Mutual  l!en«fit, 
5110,000;  Equitable,  $10,000;  North  America,  $10,000;  Con- 
necticut Mutual,  S10.000:  Manhattan,  $2,500:  New  York  Life, 
$3,500;  State  Mutual,  $5,000:  Atlantic  Mutual,  $5,000;  and 
added  tliat  he  w*ou1cl  want  still  more.  The  agent  had  agreal 
with  him  to  deduct  ten  per  cent,  of  the  premiums,  ami  on  that 
point  savs:  "It  was  new  in  my  experience  to  have  a  man 
insure  so  easily,  for  I  did  not  talk  insurance  with  him  ai  all. 
My  conviction  at  the  time  was,  that  what  induced  him  to  insure 
go  heavily  through  me  was  simply  the  fact  thai  he  eould  save 
ten  per  cent,  of  the  premiums." 

Subsequently  the  agent  found  some  discrepancy  in  the  medi- 
cal examination,  and  he  at  once  started  for  Litchfield  to  see  Dr. 
Gates,  the  examiner  there,  who  evidently  had  made  an  error  in 
the  chest  expansion.  On  reaching  the  Twenty-seventh  Street 
depot  of  the  Mew  York  and  New  Haven  Railroad  he  unex- 
pectedly met  the  Captain,  to  whom  he  explained  the  object  of 
his  journey,  and  the  two  took  the  3  P.  M.  train  for  I^itchficld, 
riding  in  the  cars  together.  The  Captain  had  with  him.  at 
this  time,  a  sword-cane  which  he  took  pains  to  exhibit,  and 
said  that  he  purchased  it  because  he  thought  he  ought  to 
have  something  of  the  kind  in  case  he  got  into  trouble,  so  he 
could  defend  himself  He  also  had  with  him  a  nissrt-leather 
valise,  which  he  kept  by  him.  An  incident  occurred  ni  roule 
which  impressed  the  agent  with  the  idea  that  Cajitain  Colvoco- 
resscs  wa?  a  fnigal.  close,  and  exact  man.  At  Stimiford  a 
lunch  was  taken,  and  as  the  agent  could  not  make  the  exact 
change,  he  obtained  three  cents  of  the  Captain,  who,  before 
thcv  arrived  at  Litch6eld.  asked  him  for  it. 

The  correction  was  made  in  the  physician's  certificate  of  ex- 
amination, and  the  agent  again  returned  to  New  York,  where 
he  placed  the  insurance  through  the  several  agencies.  On 
going  to  the  office  of  the  New  York  Life,  Mr.  Adams,  the 
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policy  dcrk,  refused  to  receive  the  application,  saying  he 
thru  had  on  fitc  an  application  recently  made  by  Captain  Col- 
vocorcsaes.  "  In  conversation  with  Mr.  Adams,"  says  the  agent, 
"  1  isaid  tliat  the  Captain  desired  me  to  do  alt  his  business 
with  the  insurance  companies,  and  that  I  was  placing  a  large 
amount  upon  his  Hfe — over  $100,000.  Mr.  Adams,  with  some 
wannth,  replied.  'He  can't  be  in  earnest;  he  is  a  poor  man; 
he  is  a  fraud,'  and  added,  '  You  wait  a  momcnL'  Then  he 
called  a  gentleman  standing  near  and  said,  '  Do  yuu  remember 
that  old  naval  ofticer  who  lias  been  here  three  or  four  times 
and  made  application  for  insurance?'  The  gentleman  an- 
swered, 'Yes.'  'Well,'  saJd  Mr.  Adams,  'what  do  you  think 
of  his  applying  for  $100,000  insurance? '  '  I  don'1  believe  he 
will  take  it,'  said  he,  '  he  is  a  fraud.'  Mr.  Adams  continued, 
'  Why,  he  wanted  to  go  to  work  for  us  as  an  agent  last  fall;  I 
tell  you  he  is  a  fraud.' "  At  the  time  of  effecting  this  insur- 
ance in  the  several  companies,  as  applied  for,  the  Ca()tain  had 
policies  in  the  New  York  Life  of  $6,500;  tlic  I'hoenix  Mutual 
Life,  $10,000;  and  in  the  Manhattan,  $2,500. 

Subsequently  the  policies  were  taken  to  Litchfield  by  the 
agent  and  delivered  to  the  Captain,  who  gave  his  check  for  the 
amount  upon  the  Union  Trust  Company  of  New  York.  The 
next  day  the  agent  presented  the  check  to  the  Trust  Company's 
office,  when  he  was  told  by  the  bank  officers  tliat  the  Captain 
had  telegraphed  (licni,  stopping  pa}^nc^t.  In  a  subsequent 
felegrajn  the  Captain  countermanded  liis  order,  with  tJie  expla- 
nation that  he  supposed  he  had  discovered  an  error,  but  was 
mistaken.  In  March  he  wrote  the  agent  to  have  a  policy  of 
$8,000  placed  in  the  army  and  navy  branch  of  the  St.  Lonis 
Mutual.  This  was  obtained  tor  him,  and  he  sent  his  check 
in  payment  of  premium. 

Tlie  Captain  called  again  at  the  agent's  office  in  New  York, 
un  llic  ,^oth  day  of  April,  and  .said  that  his  suit  at  Washington 
demanded  liis  prcsi-nce  there,  and  that  he  also  thought  of  ex- 
tending his  trip  to  Port  Royal.  On  being  told  that  he  could  go 
without  detriment  to  his  policies,  he  said,  "  !  also  want  an 
accident  policy,  but  before  I  have  one  T  want  to  know  about 
this  .^av.^ge  case  which  the  .Tccidpnt  company  is  contesting  at 
New  Haven."     The  agent  replied  that  he  was  not  familiar 
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with  the  (acts  in  that  cose,  but  he  thought  the  company  un- 
doubtedly had  goo<l  grounds  for  its  defense.  The  Captain 
expressed  a  desire  to  know  what  those  grounds  were,  and  at 
his  request  the  agent  took  him  to  the  Ntw  York  office  of  the 
Travelers  Insurance  Company,  where  the  object  of  their  call 
was  made  known  to  tlie  Travelers  agent.  Il  was  explained 
to  the  Captain  that  Mr.  Savage  was  at  first  reported  to  have 
been  robbed  and  murdered,  but  upon  investigation  it  was 
believed  that  the  wounds  were  sclf-in flitted,  and  the  company 
resisted  upon  those  grounds.  The  general  facts  and  features 
of  the  case  were  discussed  with  the  Ca;>tain  more  or  le«s  in 
detail.  Upon  leaving  the  Travelers  office,  he  remarked  lo  the 
agent  who  had  taken  him  there:  "Well,  all  thai  is  necessary 
for  llie  Savage  heirs  to  establisli  is  murder,  and  they  will  get 
the  money ;  hut  docs  noi  the  (ompany  iiave  to  establish  suicide? " 
"And,"  he  added,  "  If  Savage  was  going  to  kill  liiniself.  why 
didn't  he  do  it  right  out,  and  not  linger?  "  He  concluded  that 
he  would  take  $10,000  accident  insurance,  but  would  not  take 
it  then.  He.  however,  decided  to  increase  his  insurance  in  the 
Nnttliwestem  Mutual,  by  taking  $io,ooo  additional  in  that 
'company. 

While  with  him  on  this  occasion,  the  agent  held  a  converM- 
tion  of  interest,  substantially  as  follows:  The  agait  said.  "  Why 
liavcirt  you  been  in  on  Erie?  It  has  been  going  up,  and  almost 
ever>'body  with  ready  money,  as  1  suppose  you  have,  would 
have  maile  money."  The  Captain  smilei!  and  answered,  "  Well, 
1  have  been  in.  Some  time  ago,  a  friend  of  mine  said  Erie 
was  a  good  inveslnierxt  at  nineteen,  as  it  was  then  selling.  I 
bought  four  hundred  shares  at  that  figure.  I^ast  Thursday  I 
telegraphed  my  broker  to  sell,  and  he  did,  at  sixty-five."  The 
agent  inquired  who  the  broker  was.  and  the  Captain  said, 
"  Dougherty;  he  lias  held  the  shares  ever  since  1  bought  them. 
If  you  will  look  at  Thursday's  sales,  you  will  see  tlie  sale;  In 
one  lot,  four  hundred  at  sixty-five."  As  the  agent  had  the 
stock  reports  at  hand  in  his  office,  ho  turned  to  the  re|K)rt  of 
Thursday's  sales,  and  was  un<ible  to  find  it  reported.  'Hie  C"aj>- 
t^n  then  suggested  Wednesday,  hut  it  did  not  appear  among 
the  sales  of  that  day.  It  could  nnf  be  found  «t  all.  under  any 
day's  sale,  and  the  Captain  appeared  to  the  agent  somewhat 


coafusod  in  conscqucoce.  "  Anyway,"  he  remarked,  "  1  got 
$18400  out  of  it,  and  Douglit-riy  gave  nic  L'nitud  States  UoikIs 
for  the  amount."  The  agent  then  asked  why  he  continued  to 
deal  with  Dougherty,  after  living  been  swindled  by  him.  The 
Captain  turned  away,  saying  t)iey  had  "  made  it  up." 

On  his  return  home  the  Capt^n  wrote  to  the  agent  for 
$5,000  additional  insurance,  tlic  premiums  to  be  paiti  quarterly. 
It  was  obtained  for  him  as  requested.  The  total  insurance 
written  npon  his  life  at  this  time  was  as  follows: 

New  England  Mutual  $10J)00 

Northwcacrn  (Milw;tukeu) 30^000 

Mutual  Life  (New  York) io/x» 

Equitiiljk    10.000 

NQrlii  America  lO/MM 

New  York  Life  10,000 

Common  w«nltli   10.000 

Cotincclicul  Mutual  25.000 

Pliifnix   Mutual    20^000 

Travelers  (accident)   10,000 

Mutual  Ucnclit   I0;000 

Naiional  »>(  U.  S. 10,000 

John  Hancock r..  S<^KX* 

Berkshire    5,000 

SUle  Mutual ..i 5,000 

St.  Louis  Mutual 8^000 

National   (Vermont) 5.000 

Atlantic    Mutual S,OM 

Manlwitsin   &flOD 

Charter  Uale  a.50o 

Total $i05>90O 

Captain  Colvocoresses  made  an  appointment  with  the  insur- 
ance broker  to  meet  him  at  the  Astor  House,  in  New  York,  on 
the  30th  day  of  May.  For  the  purpose  of  keeping  this  appoint- 
ment, as  he  staled,  the  CajUain  left  his  home  in  Litchfield,  on 
Wednesday,  May  29th.  taking  with  Iiim  a  russet-leather  valise. 
a  scnall  black  morocco  satchel,  an  umbrella,  and  a  bajiiboo 
sword-cane.  Arriving  in  Bridgeport,  lie  went  directly  to  the 
Atlantic  Hotel,  and  there  took  supper.  His  movements  that 
afternoon  and  evening  nre  not  fully  known;  but  at  one  time 
during  th^  evening  he  is  knnwn  to  have  been  on  board  the 
steamboat  which  was  to  sail  at  eleven  o'clock  that  night,  for 
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New  York.  He  purchased  a  passage  ticket,  but  afterwards 
concluded  not  to  go,  aiid  so  stated  his  mind  to  the  clerk  of  the 
boat,  who  refunded  him  his  money.  He  returned  to  the  At- 
lantic Hotel,  where  he  remained  that  night.  Tlie  next  day  he 
telegraphed  from  Bridgeport  to  the  agent  that  he  was  delayed, 
and  made  another  ^pointmcnl  [or  the  following  day,  Friday, 
the  31st,  at  eleven  A.  M.  He  appears  to  have  remained  to 
Bridgeport  during  the  <Iay,  but  his  movement.*  are  not  defi- 
nitely known.  That  evening  he  was  seen  «m  boani  the  New 
York  boat,  and  he  was  on  the  wliarf  when  she  sailed.  From 
the  wharf  he  went  to  tlic  StcrHng  House,  accompanied  by  a 
policeman,  reacliing  the  liotcl  about  midnight.  The  policeman 
found  htm  about  the  steamboat  landing,  tliree-quarters  of  an 
hour  after  the  boat  had  left  Tlie  officer  lold  him  it  was  time 
to  go  to  bed.  The  Captain  inquired  where  there  was  a  good 
hotel.  (He  knew  the  hotels  in  Bridgeport  perfectly  well,  hav- 
ing often  been  to  both  the  principal  ones.)  The  house  w.is 
locked  up,  but  the  proprietor  was  aroused  and  let  the  Captain 
in.  He  was  immediately  shown  to  a  room,  but  it  is  known 
that  lie  did  not  at  once  retire,  as  he  xvas  heard  pafin^z  ''"'  ''"'"" 
an  hcur  or  rttorc.  He  also  opened  the  window,  and  several 
times  threw  out  water,  as  if  emptying  his  wash-bowl.  The  next 
morning  ho  again  telegraphed  the  agent  that  he  wa.i  further 
detaint-tl,  but  would  go  at  once  to  New  York  by  rail,  and 
would  call  at  the  agent's  office  upon  his  arrival.  At  about 
three  o'clock  that  afternoon  he  put  in  an  appearance  at  the 
agent's  office,  saying  that  lie  had  l)cen  over  to  the  Navy  Yard 
and  drawn  his  pay,  and  had  been  to  the  office  of  the  Manhattan 
Life,  where  he  had  paid  an  insurance  premium.  He  told  the 
agent  lie  would  leave  Litchfield  the  next  Monday  afternoon, 
and  be  in  New  York  again  Tuesday  morning.  He  returned 
to  Bridgeport,  reaching  the  Sterling  House  the  same  evening, 
where  he  remained  over  night.  The  following  morning,  .Satur- 
day, June  1st,  he  went  back  to  Litchfield,  and  remained  at 
home  over  Sunday. 

On  Monday  afternoon  he  left  home  for  Bridgeport,  by  the 
Shepang  Valley  Railroad.  His  wife  is  reported  to  have  said 
that  he  left  his  watch  at  lionie,  and  that  he  only  took  two  or 
three  dollars  more  than  enough  to  pay  his  fare  to  New  York; 
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that  she  expostulated  with  him  for  taking  so  small  a  sum,  and 
he  said  he  couUl  get  what  he  u-antcd  when  he  reached  New 
York.  When  he  left  Litchfieid  he  had  with  him  his  sword- 
cane  and  umbrella,  the  nisset-Icathor  valine,  and  no  other  bag- 
gogf-  Hiis  valise  he  sent  in  the  baggage-car,  under  check,  to 
Bridgeport,  Arriving  in  Bridgeport  he  went  direcMy  aboard 
the  steamer,  purchased  a  passage  ticket  and  secured  a  state- 
room.  He  deposited  the  valise  in  his  slate-room,  but  brought 
out  wilh  him,  on  leaving-  the  room,  a  small  biack  nwrocco  travel- 
ing satchel,  his  sword-cane,  and  umbrella.  He  was  next  seen 
at  the  Sterling  House  with  the  articles  described,  at  about  0^15 
P.  M.  Having  asked  for  supper  and  found  it  too  late  to  be 
Mrvcd,  he  went  to  a  neighboring  restaurant,  where  he  obtained 
supper,  keeping  his  satchel  in  his  lap  while  eating.  To  all 
appearances  he  was  extremely  solicitous  as  to  the  safety  of 
this  satchel,  both  at  the  restaurant  and  at  the  hotel.  The  same 
fact  was  observed  at  the  time  of  his  previous  stop  in  Bridge- 
port, the  week  before,  when  he  had  the  srmc  satchel  with  him. 
His  conduct  attracted  the  attention  of  the  hotel  waiters.  At 
the  table  he  placed  the  satchel  in  a  chair,  evidently  handling  it 
with  great  care,  and  sat  in  another  chair  by  its  side.  Tlie  head 
waiter  objected  to  liis  occupation  of  two  seats.  The  Captain 
replied  that  he  would  have  two  or  none,  and  he  was  permitted 
to  indulge  what  was  then  thought  to  be  a  mere  caprice. 

From  the  restaurant  lie  went  to  an  icc-crcain  saloon,  and 
thence  back  to  the  Sterling  House.  After  talking  a  few  mo* 
mentB  in  front  of  the  hotel  with  the  proprietor,  he  asked  the 
way  to  the  steamboat,  and  tlic  proper  direction  being  pointed 
out,  he  started  o(T  as  directed.  After  going  a  block  and  a 
half  he  stopped  at  Wheeler's  drug  store,  where  he  purchased 
two  sheets  of  writing-paper  and  two  envelopes,  saying  that  he 
wanted  one  envelope  larger  than  the  other,  as  he  wished  to 
enclose  the  smaller.  Having  procured  these  articles,  he  re- 
quested to  be  directed  to  the  boat,  and  the  druggist,  stepping 
out  upon  the  sidewalk  with  him,  pointed  nut  the  way,  and 
remarked  th.it  it  was  then  precisely  hii1f*]3ast  ten  o'clock. 

This  is  the  last  positively  known  of  hi.t  whereahouts  during: 
his  hfc,  a  time  half  an  hour  prior  to  the  report  of  a  pistol, 
and  a  distance  of  four  minutes'  moderate  walking  to  the  spot 
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where  his  dead  body  was  found.  From  Wheeler's  drug  store 
to  the  boat  is  eight  minutes'  easy  walking.  The  boat's  time 
of  departure  was  eleven  o'clock,  and  that  night  it  started 
promptly  oi)  time.  Just  as  the  boat  was  putting  off,  the  report 
of  3  pistol-shot  arrested  the  attention  ol  police  ofKcer  Bailey, 
who  at  once  ran  to  the  Sfpot  whence  the  sound  proceeded,  and 
found  Captain  Colvoeorcsscs  lying  upon  tht-  sidewalk  in  a 
dying  condition.  His  shirt,  immediately  about  the  wound, 
was  on  fire,  the  light  front  which  served  as  a  guide  to  the  spot 
where  the  body  lay.  He  was  lying  upon  his  back,  with  his 
left  hand  pressed  to  the  wound  in  the  corresponding  breast; 
his  right  ann  and  hand  extended  palm  upward,  and  fingers  half- 
closed.  Diagonally  across  the  street,  in  the  gutter,  lay  a  large, 
old-fashioned,  percussion-lock  horse-pistol.  The  stock  was 
broken,  the  detached  fragment  lying  upon  the  sidewalk  some 
two  yards  on  in  a  line  with  the  pistol  and  the  body.  Closer 
inspection  showed  the  fracture  in  the  stock  to  have  been  an 
old  one,  the  parts  previously  broken  Iiaving  been  plucd  to- 
gether, and  further  secured  by  tarred  twine  wrapped  around  it. 
It  was  evident  that  the  pistol  had  just  been  discharged,  and 
the  exploded  cap  remained  on  the  nipple.  His  sword-cane  lay 
at  his  feet,  about  two  yards  distant,  towards  the  gutter,  and 
his  umbrella  parallel  with  it  towards  the  fence.  The  sword- 
blade  was  unsheathed,  considerably  bent,  and  bore  no  stain  of 
any  kind.  The  bamboo  of  the  cane  was  considerably  splin- 
tered for  a  distance  of  a  little  more  than  half  the  length  of  the 
sword-blade-  Upon  the  side  of  the  cane,  exactly  coincident 
with  the  bend  in  the  blade,  was  a  dem,  as  thougli  it  had  been 
grasped  at  the  two  extremities  and  snapped  over  a  fence  picket. 
The  dc-id  body  and  the  articles  found  near  it  were  removed  to 
the  station-hoasc,  where  an  inquest  was  held. 

The  next  morning.  June  4th,  there  was  found  upon  the  north 
side  of  the  street,  some  sixty  feet  distant  from  where  the  pistol 
was  picked  up,  a  red  pill-box  containing  old-fashioned  percus- 
sion caps,  which,  together  with  a  large  hidlet  of  about  the  cali- 
bre of  the  one  that  had  passed  through  the  Captain's  body, 
were  tied  up  in  a  cotton  rag.  The  rag  was  tied  by  knotting 
opposite  comers,  in  precisely  the  same  manner  that  a  handker- 
chief found  in  the  Captain's  valise  was  tied,  enclosing  toilet 
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articles.  It  was  noticed  Uiat  a  picket  io  tlie  fence,  near  where 
the  Captain  fell,  was  luilclifd  by  a  biiUei,  and  farilicr  on.  Ihc 
edge  of  the  steps  to  the  house  door  was  nicked.  These  marks 
led  to  the  discover}-  of  the  bullet  whicli  had  passed  through 
■the  Captwn's  body.  Subsequently,  there  was  fomid  near  where 
the  box  of  caps  was  picked  up,  an  old,  shabby  horn  powder- 
flask  containing  powder,  the  little  end  tied  up  with  a  much 
soiled  rag.  The  finding  of  this  powder-horn  has  a  history  of 
il&  own.  It  appears  that  a  boy,  in  passing,  saw  a  hit  of  rag 
sticking  out  from  under  a  gutter  plank  laid  lengthwise  i,vith  the 
curbstone,  and  pulled  it  out.  carrying  it  a  few  steps  as  he  walked 
along.  He  saw  that  it  was  attached  to  an  old  powder-horn 
of  no  value,  and  threw  it  down  where  it  was  after\vards  picked 
up.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  powder-horn  was  pushed 
under  the  plank  with  a  view  to  its  concealment 

Early  the  next  morning  after  the  tragedy,  the  black  satchel, 
to  which  allusion  has  been  made,  was  found  on  the  Naugatuck 
wharf,  ujider  or  near  a  railroad  car.  at  a  distance  of  four  min- 
utes' easy  walking  from  the  spot  where  the  shooting  occurred. 
One  end  of  the  bag  was  slit  open,  apparently  with  a  very  dull 
knife,  and  contained  only  a  blank  check-book.  Subsequently, 
upon  close  inspection  of  the  satchel  by  the  Bridgeport  chief  of 
police,  a  small  quantity  of  gunpowder  was  discovered  in  the 
seams  upon  the  inside.  Tlic  powder  corresponded  in  appear- 
ance with  that  in  the  flask.  Indentations  upon  the  inside  of 
the  satchel  were  noticed,  and  it  was  found  by  taking  the  pistol 
and  placing  it  in  the  bag,  in  ahiiost  the  only  positron  by  which 
it  eould  be  put  wholly  inside,  that  a  concavity  had  been  pro- 
duced exactly  at  the  point  where  the  lirge  proiecting  top  of 
the  hammer  precisely  fits.  This  indentation  «-as  worn  and  pol- 
ished as  though  by  long  continued  rubbing  of  the  lock  against 
the  side  of  tlie  bag,  and  the  red  morocco  lining  was  found  to 
be  blackened  by  the  attrition  of  the  rusty  weapon,  'flic  pi.stoI 
was  a  large,  heavily  constructed  article  of  French  manufacture, 
with  a  barrel  nearly  as  capacious  as  the  barrel  of  an  ordinary 
shot-gun.  The  stock  extended  nearly  to  the  muzzle.  It  was 
brass-mounted,  with  a  brass  plate  extending  over  the  barrel  at 
tlie  breech,  with  a  flciir  de  lis  crown  and  the  letters  F.  M. 
engraved  on  it    Originally  it  was  a  flint-tock,  and  had  been 


SUICIDE. 


OIT 


altered  to  a  cap-lock.  The  barrel  on  the  inside  was  quite 
rougli,  either  from  the  corrosion  of  time,  or  owing  to  tlie 
roughness  of  finish. 

While  the  Captain  lay  dying  upon  the  sidewalk,  it  was  ob- 
served by  lUe  officer  who  discovered  bini  that  liis  coat  and 
vest  were  unbuttoned,  suggesting  the  idea  that  they  had  been 
violently  torn  open  at  tlie  hands  of  an  as&aAsin.  When  the 
body  was  prepared  for  inspection  and  autopsy,  tlie  clothing 
worn  by  the  deceased  pa&sed  into  the  custody  of  the  chief  of 
pohce.  The  removal  of  tills  clolhing  was  effected  in  a  room 
at  the  police-station,  in  which  were  a  number  of  tramps,  and 
it  is  supposed  tliat  some  one  of  tliem  stole  the  pantaloons,  as 
unfortunately  tlity  were  not  afterwards  to  be  found.  It  is  be- 
lieved that  they  were  torn  in  front  at  the  point  where  the  inner 
suspender  button  was  attnched,  the  rent  e-vlending  downward 
several  inches.  The  suspenders  were  not  taken  wilh  the  panta- 
loons, and  these  afford  an  indication  of  the  manner  in  which 
the  tearing  was  done.  In  one  of  the  button-holes  of  ihc  sus- 
penders was  found  fixed  a  button  that  was  torn  or  blown  off 
from  tlic  pantaloons,  evidently  by  the  discharge  of  Ihe  pistol, 
as  upon  the  suspender  at  that  place  were  noticed  the  marks 
of  gunpowder,  and  the  marks,  also,  of  the  scorching  from  Ihe 
fire  occasioned  by  the  discharge.  Tlie  remaining  clothing 
consisted  of  a  black  broadcloth  frock  coat  and  vest  of  the  same 
material;  a  navy-hhie  overcoat  of  not  very  stout  fabric;  a  wool 
undershirt,  and  a  white  ovcrshirt  with  linen  bosom.  The 
shirts  were  burned  or  torn  at  points  corresponding  with  the 
place  where  the  hultct  entered  the  body,  but  neither  of  the 
coats  nor  the  vest  bore  any  marks  of  the  bullet's  entrance. 
Both  coats,  as  well  as  both  shirts,  showed  rents  posteriorly 
where  the  bullet  tore  through  them  in  its  exit  from  the  body. 
The  point  of  exit  was  below  the  vest,  so  that  was  wholly  tm- 
injiircd.  The  inside  lining  npon  its  left  side  was  found  to  be 
blackened  as  though  by  smoke,  and  a  pretty  sharply  defined 
line,  limiting  the  discoloration  by  smoke,  would  seem  to  in- 
dicate that  the  left  side  of  the  unbuttoned  vest  was  folded  back 
at  the  time  of  the  shooting.  A  careful  inspection  of  the  but- 
tons and  huttnn-holps  of  the  two  coats  revealed  no  evidence 
of  a  violent  wrenching  open  of  these  gannenls.     Tlie  button- 
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holes  bad  the  worn  appearance  of  careful  ami  (rcqucnt  use. 
The  middle  hutton-holc  of  one  of  the  coats  had  the  stitching 
nearly  worn  out,  so  that  any  tiudden  strain,  with  the  button  ill 
place,  wuuld  have  met  no  resistance  except  the  wcll-wom  edge 
of  cloth.  This  particular  button  was  always  worn  fastenwl. 
There  was  no  breaking  of  even  a  single  thread  of  the  cIoUi; 
no  evidence  of  a  forcible  tearing  open  of  iJic  coal  by  an  attack- 
ing part>'.  The  closest  examination  of  the  garments  failed 
to  show  the  slightest  proof  of  any  struggle.  No  part  of  cither 
coats  or  vest  had  the  appearance  of  having  been  subjected  to 
any  unnatural  pulling;  not  a  scam  was  parted.  The  shirt  was 
much  burned  at  the  place  where  the  bullet  entered;  the  burn- 
ing having  been  caused  by  the  combustion  ot  powder,  a  (act 
which  shows  conclusively  tlic  ininieUiatc  j)ro-xi]nity  of  the  muz- 
zle at  the  time.  The  appearance  of  the  wooleu  undershirt  was 
of  even  greater  significance.  At  a  point  corresponding  with  the 
burnt  hole  in  the  shirt  was  a  verj-  large  hole  in  the  undershirt. 
The  latter  was  of  a  material  which  docs  not  readily  burn,  and 
the  ragged  edges  of  the  hole  in  the  undershirt  were  not  even 
scorched,  or  in  the  Icai^t  blackened.  The  missing  pieces  were 
violently  torn  away,  by  the  great  forec  of  the  explosion,  at  the 
instant  of  the  discharge.  No  evidences  were  discernible,  about 
the  cravat  or  collar,  that  there  had  been  a  struggle  of  any  kind. 

In  one  of  the  pockets  was  found  a  knife  having  a  dull,  rag- 
ged edge,  apparently  having  been  suhjectc<l  to  rough  usage. 
It  will  be  br>me  in  mind  that  the  ^mal!  leather  satchel  had  been 
cut  open  with  an  exceedingly  dull  knife.  On  his  person  were 
found,  also,  about  $2.70  in  money,  the  key  to  his  stale-room 
on  the  steamer,  a  card  upon  which  was  written  the  Captain's 
full  name,  and  a  nienioranduni  book. 

An  autopsy  was  held  sixteen  hours  after  death,  in  which  the 
following  wounds  and  appearances  were  noted:  A  gunshot 
wound  by  a  bullet;  its  point  of  entrance  being  six  inches  below 
the  plane  of  the  left  nipple  and  three  and  one-half  inchps  from 
the  median  Hue.  Orifice  of  the  wound,  five-eighths  by  three- 
fourths  inches;  edges  inverted,  discolored  darkly;  neigliboring 
skin  blistered  as  though  by  heat.  Riillel  passed  between  the 
eighth  and  ninth  ribs  nt  the  left  side.  It  produced  a  longi- 
tudinal slit  in  the  stomach  five  inches  long,  and  tore  tlirough 
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tlic  body  of  tlic  fourth  lumbar  vertebra  and  the  spinal  cord, 
iiiatciiig  its  exit  at  (hat  point.  Close  inspection  of  the  surface 
of  the  body  showed  absohilcty  no  marks  of  recent  injury  otlier 
than  the  wounds  produced  by  the  bullet 

In  whatever  liglit  wc  may  regard  the  teachings  of  this  Posh 
tnortan  examination,  it  will  be  well  to  observe,  in  passing,  that 
there  were  none  of  the  usual  evidences  of  a  mortal  struggle. 
Tfic  slialierwl  and  bent  sword-cane  and  the  unbuttoned  cloth- 
ing nalunilly  would  lead  to  a  search  for  marks  of  violence  upon 
the  person,  such  as  are  produced  by  grips,  blows,  violent  exer- 
tions— tilt;  cliaracleristic  evidences  of  a  rough  assault.  Not  a 
lingcr-niark ,  not  a  scratch  was  found.  Nothing  but  the  fearful 
wound  which,  in  its  blistered  condition,  sltowcd  immediate  con- 
tact of  the  weapon  at  the  time  of  its  discharge;  and  which 
also,  in  its  course,  gave  evidence  of  the  terrific  violence  of  the 
explosion.  Ilicre  is  no  reason  for  the  supposition  that  a  man 
like  the  deceased,  who  all  liis  days  had  been  accustomed  to 
adventures  and  scenes  of  personal  violence,  would  have  allowed 
an  assassin,  or  any  number  o(  them,  to  hold  his  clothing  open 
and  shoot  him  to  death  without  a  desperate  struggle;  and  it 
is  in  evidence  that  no  such  struggle  took  place. 

One  of  the  most  remarkable  circumstances  about  the  event 
is  that  no  sounds  of  a  struggle  were  heard,  as  there  would 
have  been,  it  would  sccni,  if  a  nnirdcr  was  comniittcd,  and 
such  a  stniggic  had  taken  place  as  to  break  the  cane  and  bend 
the  swont  'ITir-  testimony  of  some  witnesses  on  this  point 
is  ver>'  important  and  interesting. 

A  lady  directly  in  front  of  whojc  house  the  tragedy  occurred 
makes  the  following  statement: 

On  the  ntgTit  r>f  the  *JiootinK.  at  ten  o'clock,  I  went  up  to  my  room 
to  sew.  I  Ml  with  a  liriijhi  liglu,  bi>ih  shutters  open,  though  the 
windows  were  closed — the  light  so  pUc«4l  iliat  it  sboac  clearly  into 
the  iitreet.  I  cnntintied  scwtns  1>II  half-past  ten.  when  I  unctressed 
and  Esl  down  at  Ihc  edge  of  file  bed.  At  this  time  I  heard  a  slii;ht 
sound  ju  of  a  stick  hittinfc  inside  my  closcl-rioor.  Thn  suund  was 
a  very  sliirht  one.  and  more  like  tlie  breaking  of  a  slick  than  like 
foolstepK.  (The  reader  will  hear  in  mind  what  Iiat  been  related  with 
reference  lo  the  splintered  hnmhoo  cane.)  It  occurred  .il>out  twenty 
tninulCE.  it  seemed  to  me.  before  the  shooting.  On  this  aecoiint  I  didn't 
put  out  my  IirI".  but  stood  up.  braided  my  hair,  and  ripped  the  skirt  off 
a  dress.     I  then  changed  the  position  ol  tlic  li^ht,  out  ol  range  of  tlic 
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winilow.  Ml  that  it  did  not  shine  30  plainljr  on  tii«  stvcet.  I  then 
tumcd  down  the  UkIii  and  tay  down  upon  the  bed.  This  was,  to  the 
but  ot  my  judgment,  fifteen  roinuie*  before  the  report.  I  then  heard 
the  report  of  the  pUiol.  and  became  so  confused  that  for  a  lime  I  was 
anahle  to  culled  my  thuiigliU.  Having  listened  for  a  httic  while.  I 
covered  my  head  with  ihe  btd-tlothej.  Wliile  my  head  was  thus 
covered,  listening  all  tlie  while.  1  heard  three  diitinct  gnxtnii.  I  then 
removed  the  bed-clothet  from  ray  head  nnd  hc.-trd  two  more  groana. 
These  were  the  only  sounds  1  heard  after  ilic  report  until  the  people 
arrived  at  the  gate  near  which  the  body  lay. 

This  latly  was  within  a  few  yunls  of  where  the  shooting 
occtiiTL-d,  aj]d  htT  attention  Iiaving  been  arrested  by  what 
sounded  to  her  like  the  lireaking  ot  a  stick,  she  was  timidly  on 
the  qui  five  (or  every  noise.  Had  there  been  a  call  for  help, 
or  other  sound,  at  tlie  time,  it  is  certain  that  she  would  have 
heard  it 

Another  lady,  residing  in  the  corner  house,  at  the  Main 
Street  end  of  Clinton  Street,  says: 

I  had  been  in  bed  about  five  minutes  when  I  heard  a  loud  report 
oi  a  firc-anu.  1  jumped  out  of  bed  and  h,-istci)ed  to  the  window, 
where  I  could  gel  a  plain  view  oi  the  alrcct.  but  saw  no  one  running 
or  i)assing  out  of  the  street;  nor  did  1  hear  any  outcry,  or  sound  of 
a  .Mruggtc,  or  cimvcr.sniitin  on  Clintun  Street,  with  the  exception  of 
the  Kroans  of  a  man  who  proved  to  be  Captain  Colvocoresses.  I 
could  distinctly  see  the  policeninn  ai  lie  lunied  into  Qinton  Street 
after  ihc  report,  but  I  saw  no  one  pass  out  either  end  of  the  street. 
My  room  is  on  the  ground  floor:  the  window  was  open,  hut  the  bltada 
closed.  I  was  wide  awake  whcii  the  shot  wm  fired,  and  waft  at  the 
wiadow  in  a  very  few  seconds. 

Another  lady  in  the  same  house  corroborates  the  above 
statement  a.s  to  occurrences  on  Clinton  Street,  saying  that  she 
"  was  awake  \Yhcn  the  shot  was  fired,  and  rushed  immediately 
to  the  window." 

The  reader  will  bear  in  mind  that  Clinton  is  a  short  street, 
and  i&  Ug-htcd  at  each  end.  The  lamps  are  situate'I  so  that 
the  women  who  hnrricd  to  the  windows,  as  stated  above,  could 
sec  tlie  entire  Icnglh  of  the  street,  and  see  the  policeman  who 
came  in  at  the  Water  Street  end.  Unqnestionably  they  com- 
manded a  full  view  ot  their  end  of  the  t-treet,  and  had  any 
murderer  altenipted  lo  escape  in  that  direction  they  would  have 
seen  him;  while  the  policetnan  would  not  have  failed  to  notice 
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any  attempt  to  escape  from  liis  end  of  the  street.  A^n,  if  a 
murderer  threw  away  the  pistol,  secreted  the  powder-horn, 
dropped  the  box  of  caps  and  the  otlier  articles  which  were 
afterwards  found,  as  has  been  stated,  it  would  seem  as  though 
lie  could  not  have  had  time  to  do  alt  this  after  the  shooting, 
without  having  been  seen  by  these  eye-wiuiessts. 

It  becomes  a  matter  of  legitimate  inquiry  to  account  for  the 
time  consumed  by  Captain  Colvocorcsses  after  leaving  the  hotel 
and  the  drug  store  for  the  boat.  I''or  him  to  go  through  Clin- 
ton Street  n-as,  in  distance,  quite  as  direct  a  route  as  any,  but 
not  the  usual  one;  and  tlie  Captain  was  quite  familiar  with  the 
way.  he  having  passed  frequently  over  the  ground  between  the 
hotels  and  boat.  He  could  not  have  gone  directly  to  the  place 
of  shooting,  for  that  was  hut  a  tew  minutes'  walk,  white  fully 
twenty-five  elapsed  before  ttic  report  of  the  pistol  was  heard. 
How  is  the  time  consumed  to  be  accounted  for?  If  the  tragic 
scene  was  his  own  planning  and  performing,  then  we  find  that 
for  him  to  have  gone  from  the  drug  store  to  tlie  pl.ice  where 
the  satchel  was  foimd,  and  thence  to  the  spot  where  the  body 
lay,  would  have  consumed  about  twelve  minutes,  provided  he 
kept  walking  all  the  time.  Hut  the  half-tiour  that  is  to  be 
accounteil  for  is  amply  sufficient  for  a  man  who  was  deliberately 
walking  and  mcclitattng  upon  the  deed,  and  who,  selecting  a 
place  where  the  bag  should  be  found,  stopped  to  ait  it  open, 
after  taking  out  the  pistol  it  contained.  He  would  still  have 
time  to  arrange  the  requisite  details  in  Ointon  Street. 

To  show  the  probable  movements  of  the  Captain  during  this 
tinie.  we  have  the  testimony  o(  a  man  who  was  occasionally 
employed  on  tlie  steamboat,  and  who  left  the  wharf  that  night 
at  about  twenty  minutes  before  nine  o'clock.  When  he  had 
gone  a  short  distance  lie  met  a  stranger,  who  inquired  of  him 
as  to  the  way.  Subsequently  that  night  he  met  the  stranger 
again,  and  gives  this  statement: 

I  was  passing  down  Main  Street,  between  Clinton  and  Union,  when 
I  saw  a  man  a)i»d  nf  n)«  golns  lowardt  Clinton  Street  He  strpped 
out  to  the  rij;ht  oa  ihc  curti.  to  let  me  pass.  It  was  so  sinKul^r  an 
aclion  ihat  1  Iniibril  ai  him.  ;inil  tic  loolceit  »i  me.  t  noliccd  it  was 
ihc  same  ma"  whom  I  (linl  scfn  upon  k.iving  the  boat,  lie  had  ft 
small  utclicl.  which  appeared  lo  be  liung  by  a  string  aliuut  liis  ncek. 
and  carried  a  cane  and  umbrella,  and  seemed  to  be  arranging  some- 
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thing  in  his  left  brirAM  with  his  riRht  hand.  I  passed  him.  turning 
down  Ginton  SlT«ct.  he  (oliowing  slowly  [  turned  about  when  I 
was  part  way  down  the  street  and  saw  him  passing  over  and  Koiiig 
down  Main.  He  apiK.tifd  lo  hcsiwie  ai  the  lower  corner  whether  lo 
come  down  Clinton  Street  or  nut.  When  I  had  been  in  my  house 
about  twenty-five  minutes  I  heard  a  loud  report  like  that  of  a  rifle, 
and  soon  afterwards  recognized  the  dead  uian  as  the  one  whom  1  had 
Men  twice  before  that  evening. 

Upon  opening  a  hox  of  special  dcptwit,  which  Captain  Col- 
vocoresscs  kept  in  the  vault  of  the  First  National  Bank  at 
Litchfield,  there  were  fotind  certain  memoranda  which,  at  first, 
were  supposed  to  aflord  a  clue  to  the  mystery.  It  iinexpecte<IIy 
appeared  that  the  Captain  had  been  the  possessor  of  a  very 
consklcrable  amotint  of  wealth,  which  he  had  invested  in  stocks 
and  bonds;  and  it  was  conjccttired  that  he  had  the  certificates 
of  these  bonds  within  the  small  satchel  which  he  so  watchfully 
guarded  while  in  Bridgeport  The  inference  was  that  he  had 
been  stealthily  tracked  and  followed  by  persons  who  knew  he 
had  these  bonds;  the  bag  snatched  from  him  after  resistance, 
which  resulted  in  his  being  shot  to  death;  and  the  bonds  hur- 
riedly abstracted  by  llie  iiiurderers  and  robbers,  who  left  the 
empty  satchel   where   it   was  afterwards  found. 

The  following  is  a  transcript  of  these  memoranda,  in  the 
order  of  their  dates: 

Sept.  7.  1871. 

Ten  Central  Pacific  ist  mort.  6% $10,000 

Eight  Union  Pacific  IM  tnort.  6% 8.000 

Sixteen  U.  5.  Five- twenty's.  '67.  Jan.  and  July 16,000 

Six  Stale  of  Connecticut  6s fr.ooo 

Five  Danville.  Urbana.  Pefcin  St  BIoomitiBton  R.  R 5.000 

Four  hundred  Erie 40.OOO 

One  hundred  and  fifty  Padlic  Mall I5.0txi 

In  a  side  memorandum  the  statement  is  made  of  Erie  bought 
for  19,  sold  for  65;  and  several  other  memoranda  relative  to 
purchase  and  sale.  The  whole  list  is  scratched,  altered,  and 
interlined- 

Retieath  is  a  statement  bearing  date  of  April  4,  1873,  which 
is  also  interlined,  altered,  and  scratched, 
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ta  Centra]  Pacific  lit  mort.  6^ $IO/>00 

8.  Uoion  Pacific  isl  raon.  6^ Sjooo 

5-  Danvilk,  Urban*,  Pckin  &  B.  R,  R. 5/»0 

6.  Cunnccticul  Sixei 6jaoa 

at.  Rochester  Water  Loan  Bonds aijaoo 

12.  Conn.  Vnllcy  R.  R S2j0oo 

aj.  U.  S.  Fivc-iw«jty*»,  '67 aSWMO 

7-  U.  S.  Fi»c-lwcnty'»,  '6$ JflOO 

la  ShcpauK  Valley  R.  R 1.000 

3.  Alabama  8«  3,000 

A  third,  perfected  list,  reads  as  iollows: 

Mtjr   13,   1872. 
The  following  are  the  sccuriiies  which  I  now  hoH  "id  those  nurked 
with  the  letter  D.  I   shall,  on  my  arrival  in  New  York,  place  in  tlie 
Safe  Dcpottt.  No,  1%  Broadway.  EQuitable  Buildiae,  for  convenience: 

D.  Ten  Central  Pacific  IM  mort  6% $10,0)0 

D.  EiRht  Union  Pacific  lit  mort  6t 8,000 

D.  Twelve  Conn.  Valley  ist  mon.  79 i%ooo 

D.  Twenty-nine  U.  S,  Gov,  j-aoii aQ.000 

D.  Fifteen  U.  S.  Ciov.  5-aos 15,000 

D.  Six  Conn.  Sixes 6,000 

Five  Danville,  Uriiana.  P.  &  B.  R.  R 5.OO0 

Ten  ShepauK  Valley .•••..• 1,000 

Twenty-une  Rocliester  Water  Loan 31.000 

I  also  hold  lire  insurance  ta  the  amount  of  $19,^000,  and  coupon* 
<luc  iDi  ol  May,  on  U.  S.  bonds.  G.  hi.  C. 

Of  these  bonds  it  was  kamcd  that  the  Rochester  Water 
Loan,  the  Shcpaug  Valley,  and  the  Danville  Road  were  in  the 
bank  at  Litchfield,  and  were  of  no  vaUic  whatever.  His  box 
at  the  bank  in  which  he  kept  his  memorandums  and  papers 
was  quite  (nil.  and  this  circumstance  suggested  the  inquiry  as 
to  where  had  he  kept  his  other  bonds  marked  **  D."  A  letter 
was  received  by  the  Safe  Deposit  Company  in  the  latter  part 
of  May.  retiucsting-  the  company  to  hold  a  safe  at  the  Captain's 
dispusai;  but  he  was  in  New  York  one  day  subsequent  to  the 
date  on  which  the  letter  was  written,  and  did  not  visit  the  Safe 
DfTposit  office.  It  looked  somewhat  strange  that  only  his 
bonds  and  papers  of  little  or  no  value  should  have  been  kept 
at  the  bank. 

It  will  bo  observed  that  the  memorandums  do  not  indicate  the 
numbers  of  any  of  the  bonds,  though  it  would  seem  that  a  man 
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who  actually  held  such  securities,  and  was  about  lo  deposit 
tht'tn  with  siirh  rare  as  to  leave  a  memorandnm  at  home, 
would  he  panicuLir  about  the  mimhers.  Owing  to  this  omis- 
sion it  was  impossible  to  trace  anything  but  the  twelve  Con- 
necticut V^allcy  bonds.  Tlicy  had  been  issu-xl  but  a  short  time, 
and  a  protracted,  thorough  and  complete  search  developed  tlic 
fact  that  Captain  Colvocoresses  never  otvncd  any  of  Ihese  bottds. 
Tbc  invcstig'ation  as  to  Captain  Colvocore&ses's  ownership  of 
the  bonds  covered  a  broad  field  of  inquiry,  and  many  iniportant 
facts  were  gathered.  The  evidence  touching  this  feature  of  the 
inquiry  was  submitted  by  the  insurance  companies  to  Judge 
McCurdy,  who  tersely  epitomizes  the  tacts  and  expresses  his 
views  as  follows: 

The  obtaining  such  an  immense  amount  of  insuraincc.  maktnK  «o 
•cnall  a  pikymcnt  ol  premium,  iintt  dying  immediately  alter,  create 
alone  a  suspicion  of  (rand.  But  the  suspicion  is  gr«atly  increased  by 
the  accompanying  circiimsfctnces.  He.  of  course,  was  fully  aware 
that,  to  remove  this  suspicion,  it  was  neccssarj'  ihai  he  should  appear 
to  be  possessed  of  a  larRc  property  tq  justify  the  nmouui  of  iniuntncc, 
and  to  enable  tiini  to  meet  tlie  premiums.  It  waii  witli  this  o1>ject 
Ihat  he  seems  to  have  prepared  the  mcmoraniliim  of  bonds,  evidently. 
sn<l  indeed  oslcntatiously.  to  be  cxhiliilcd  ;i(ti.T  liix  Jeath,  ll  will  be 
observed  thai  this  kind  of  property  is  most  difficult  to  be  traced — 
bonds  havinK  no  car-marks.  This  list  n-as  deliberately  prepared  and 
revised,  with  sUglii  chanKcs.  three  times.  It  amounted  each  time  to 
about  $100,000,  and  the  last  two  memorandums  contam  twelve  bonds 
oi  $1,000  ciich — in  all  $12.0CO,  of  the  Connecticut  Valk-y  Railroad 
Campaiiy.  Now,  it  has  been  ascertained,  beyond  all  question,  from 
the  imrties  who  held  all  tile  bonds  of  the  company,  and  have  held 
ihcm  from  their  issue,  that  Ae  cettld  not  by  any  pos%ibilHy  kavt  ever 
ktlda  single  bond  ej  i/iis  reait  in  hit  positssum.  This  fad  stamps 
the  character  of  (aUcUood  and  fraud  upon  the  whole  list.  There  is  na 
reason  to  su|)i]Ose  that  he  held  any  of  the  lH>nds  which  he  tiainea. 
except  those  of  the  Shepaug  Koad.  of  no  v.iluc:  the  Danville  Road, 
and  the  Rochester  Water  Bonds,  of  no  value. 

There  in  no  reason  10  believe  that  he  at  any  time,  except  when  he 
drew  his  prifc  money,  was  worth  more  than  $10,000,  incltidinft  his 
place  at  Litchfield.  He  had  no  visililc  means  nf  making  money. 
Hi*  salary  was  barely  sufficient  to  support  his  family.  His  prize 
money  ($17.JJ&1  was  invested  and  1o>l  in  Rochester  Water  Bonds. 
The  preteniie  that  he  m,ide  a  large  sum  by  an  Eric  iiivestmeni  is 
proved  to  have  been  a  sham,  His  family  and  friends  knew  of  no 
amount  of  properly.  Nfr.  Holmes,  who  kept  his  papers  and  accounts, 
and  must  have  been  BC<juainied  with  his  circumstances,  says  he  never 
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WM  worth  man  lh»n  W,ooo  or  $10,000.  He  borrowtd  sniiil  sums 
from  time  ici  lime  of  the  Litchndd  Bank— apparently  to  support  his 
(aniily — and  repaid  tlicm  wlicn  his  salary  hecame  due.  When  he 
attempted  to  borrow  a  large  sum  he  had  no  collaterals  to  offer  as 
»ccurity.  except  the  worthies*  Water  Bundi:  and  he  died  in  debt  to  the 
Litchfield  Bank  without  a  sufficient  security.  He  kept  no  \movn 
deposits  or  accounts  with  banks  or  brokers.  Hi»  buMiieis  was  prin- 
cipally done  through  i/leitrs.  Cisco  &  Co.,  and  (he  transactions 
(except  in  one  instance,  amounting  lo  $4,000)  were  very  small,  run- 
ning from  Sjoo  to  $1,000.  His  swum  at^rttincnt  lint  show*  less  than 
$400.  If  lie  had  bonds  lo  the  amount  of  $100,000.  where  did  he  buy 
ihcm?  Where  did  he  get  the  money  to  pay  for  them?  How  long 
had  he  held  them?  Wliere  did  he  keep  them,  and  why  not  continue 
to  keep  thcRi  33  before?  Where  did  he  cash  his  coupons?  At  the 
instance  of  hin  family,  the  Presidenl  of  the  Board  of  Brokers  publicly 
requested  that  any  persons  who  had  furnished  him  any  bond*,  or 
assisted  him  in  any  bond  exchanges  or  negotiations,  should  make  it 
known;  but  thtre  was  no  response.  The  moat  skilful  detectives  have 
been  unable  to  discover  any  such  transactions.  The  whole  pretense 
is  a  ruaiiifcst  and  paljiable  (aKchood. 

Assuming  H.  therefore,  a5  a  fact  beyond  all  quMlion,  that  he  was 
not,  at  (he  time  of  his  death,  wonh  mure  than  $10,000,  it  follows  that 
he  could  iiol  have  taken  out  insurance  lo  the  amount  o(  $200,000 
in  good fnilh  and  for  an  honest  purpffte.  His  lirst  premiums,  amonni- 
ing  to  neatly  $11,000,  would  have  absorbed  all  hi.i  means,  indudin^j 
his  lioiise.  and  i!  he  had  lived  to  the  age  he  had  a  rielit  to  expect, 
the  aggregate  of  his  prcmiumf  wotild  have  reached  the  neighborhood 
of  $150,000.  exclusive  of  interest. 

He  was  evidently  awnre  that  his  taking  such  an  unusual  amount  of 
iiuniaiicc  would  be  a  source  of  buspicion.  and  so  he  gave  as  a  reason 
for  it  thai  he  had  a  suit  pending  at  Washington  against  the  Govern- 
ment, involving  .ihoul  ihe  s;.ime  amount,  and  as  he  might  lose  that,  he 
wi-Oird  to  secure  himself  in  this  sum.  Now  he  had.  in  (act,  no  suit 
for  any  sum  at  all;  he  had  only  applied  U>  the  proper  department  to 
make  an  ubateineul  of  the  a&seasmcnt  (about  $1,700)  on  liil  prize 
money,  which  was  refused. 

On  the  morning  of  his  departure  from  Litchfield  to  proceed 
upon  the  last  journey  he  was  to  take,  as  reported  by  his  own 
family,  he  betrayed  more  than  ordinary  emotion,  and  pave 
evidence  of  a  depth  of  feehnp  quite  unusual.  Three  times  did 
he  return  to  bid  them  adieti.  and  the  third  repetition  of  his 
fond  farewell  called  forth  the  remark.  "Why,  one  would  think 
yoti  txpec\  wrt'fr  /«  rrturtt.'"  He  was  stronKly  attached  to  his 
family,  and  his  doniestit-  relations  were  those  of  an  affectionate 
and  happy  household.    This  fact  has  beco  published  as  tending 


to  discredit  tlic  theory  of  suicide,  and  it  has  been  alleged,  also, 
tliat  there  was  entire  absence  of  motive  lor  sucli  a  deed.  When 
it  shall  become  known  what  constitutes  sufhcicnt  motive  for 
the  act,  tlien,  and  nut  till  then,  can  we  truthfully  make  such 
declarations.  The  mind  of  the  person  who  commits  the  deetl 
is  the  sole  judge  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  reason,  and  persons 
meditating  suicide  always  keep  their  own  counsel. 

It  has  been  alleged,  funhcr.  (bat  the  pistol  being  found  across 
a  street  some  thirty-Bve  feet  in  width  was  conclusive  of  human 
agency  other  than  that  of  the  deceased.  A  murderer  may 
intentionally  leave  the  weapon  near  his  victim  witU  the  dcsifjn 
of  diverting  altcntiun  frum  the  true  manner  of  death,  yet  in 
such  cases  the  weapon  is  usually  left  near  tUe  body.  The  dis- 
tance which  this  pistol  lay  from  the  body  can  be  accounted  for 
ill  two  ways:  i.  It  could  have  been  thrown  by  an  assassin — 
and  tliis  explanation  might  be  considered  i(  there  was  any 
evidence  showing  that  an  assassination  had  been  committed: 
2.  If  heavily  overloaded  and  placed  by  a  suicide  against  the 
elastic  walls  of  the  chest,  and  thus  fired,  the  recoil  of  such  a 
wpjiiion,  in  the  opinion  of  persons  competent  to  judge,  would 
have  been  quite  sufficient  to  cast  it  forty,  fifty,  or  sixty  feet 
away.  Thai  it  was  heavily  loaded  is  proved  by  the  loudness 
of  the  report,  arousing  the  whole  neighborhood,  and  by  the 
course  of  the  balL  Tliis  bullet  passed  through  the  body, 
through  the  comer  of  a  picket,  a  part  of  the  fence,  and  then 
it  stnicU  a  door-step  directly  upon  a  nail,  driving  the  nail  before 
it  with  prodigious  power. 

We  have  already  described  the  pistol.  It  certainly  was  not 
8uch  a  one  as  highway  robbers  make  use  of  in  these  days  of 
perfected  weapons.  It  was  so  large  as  not  to  l>c  easily  con- 
cealed or  carried ;  it  was  of  such  peculiar  workman.ship  it  surely 
would  be  traced  to  suspicious  ownership;  the  report  of  its  dis- 
charge was  like  that  of  a  small  cannon;  its  lock  was  nisty  and 
difficult  to  work — altogether  the  least  possible  offensive  weapon 
of  the  modem  city  robber.  It  is  well  known  that  suicides 
frequently  make  use  of  some  old  useless  pistol,  or  a  gim-barrcl 
merely,  and  furthermore  they  are  apt  to  overload  them.  It  is 
not  probable  that  a  moflern  instance  can  be  cited  wherein  a 
premeditated  robbcrj-  has  been  planned  and  executed  >vith  the 
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aid  of  such  a  weapon.  The  most  thorough  search,  stimulated 
by  tlic  offer  of  lar^e  rewards,  failed  to  discover  any  trace  of 
murderer  or  murderers. 

The  preliminary  proofs  of  loss  under  the  several  insurance 
policies  were  duly  presented,  when  tlic  companies,  generally, 
denied  liability  on  the  gniund  that  iht-  death  of  Captain  <.'o1- 
vocorcsscs  was  the  result  of  a  settled  and  deliberate  purpose  to 
destroy  liimsclf  and  defraud  Ihcni.  The  whole  matter  soon 
passed  into  the  hands  of  counsel,  and  preparations  were  made 
to  defend  the  expected  suits  at  law.  Finally,  a  proposition  for 
negotiations,  with  a  view  to  an  adjustmenl  by  compromise,  was 
favorably  received  and  entertained  by  counsel  representing  the 
companies,  and  resulted  in  an  amicable  settlement  of  the 
several  claims  in  the  manner  indicated. 

THE  MONROE  SNYDER  CASE. 

In  the  staid,  quiet  old  borough  of  Ilethlehcm,  Pennsylvania, 
whose  almosphcre  is  pervaded  by  the  wholesome  influences  of 
that  good,  old-fashioned  Moravianism  which  is  seen  in  the 
works  and  ways  of  its  citizens,  a  mysterious  event  occurred  on 
tlie  morning  of  I-'ebniary  32d,  J873,  which  greatly  perplexed 
tliese  excellent  people.  In  the  glowing  word.s  of  their  local 
paper.  "  men  ominously  shook  their  heads,  women  cowc<i  in 
tearful  contemplation,  children  looked  bewildered — all  felt  tliat 
tlie  community  had  been  outraged."  The  cauec  of  tliis  dire 
consternation,  when  stated  in  plain  prose,  was  the  finding  of 
Monroe  Snyder's  dead  body  in  the  shallow  stream  of  Monocacy 
Creek,  just  below  the  old  South  Bethlehem  bridge.  Mr. 
Snyder  was  a  citizen  of  good  standing  in  Bethlehem,  and  it 
was  believed  that  he  had  been  cruelly  murdered  and  his  body 
thrown  into  the  creek.  A  hurried  inspection  of  the  corpse 
revealed  three  cuts  or  stabs,  all  of  which  were  located  upon  the 
alidomcn.  The  coroner  soon  arrived,  and  after  viewing  the 
situation,  he  empanelled  a  jury,  and  at  once  entered  upon  the 
usual  superficial  method  of  conducting  such  inquests.  Under 
his  direction,  an  examination  and  autopsy  of  the  body  was 
made  by  three  physicians,  who  do  not  appear  to  fully  agree  in 
their  testimony  as  to  the  depth  of  tlie  alnlominal  wounds,  but 
they  all  were  of  the  one  opinion,  tliat  death  was  caused  by  an 
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effusion  of  blood  upon  the  brain.  There  was  no  external  niark 
of  violence  upon  the  head,  nor  were  there  any  wounds  or 
lesions  !ipon  the  surface  of  the  body  which  the  most  thorough 
inspection  could  detect,  except  tlie  three  stabs  upon  ihc  abdo- 
men. These  wounds  were  not  regarded  as  immediately  dangtT- 
ous  to  life,  and  were  not  even  teniporarilv  disabling.  Tlicy 
were  supposed  to  t>c  peculiar  in  shape,  as  though  made  by  a 
pointless  knife,  or  a  knife  having  a  broad  cutting  cod.  Two 
of  these  cuts  were  upon  the  right  and  one  was  upon  tlie  left 
side  of  the  median  line.  One  was  on  a  level  with  the  navel, 
one  was  an  inch  and  a  half,  and  the  other  an  inch  ami  a  qujirter 
above  it.  It  is  po-isilile  thai  one  of  thcin  barely  pierced 
through  the  abdominal  walls  into  the  cavity  of  the  abdomen. 
There  were  several  inches  of  snow  upon  the  ground  at  the 
time  of  the  occurrence,  and  an  effort  was  made  to  discover  in 
the  footprints  or  otticr  marks  about  the  bridge  some  token 
which  would  afford  a  clue  to  the  mystery.  Certain  marks  were 
observed,  and  thereupon  it  was  reasoned  out  that  Mr.  Snyder 
was  as&aulted  at  the  upper  end  of  the  bridge  and  struck  upon 
his  head  with  a  sand-cJuh.  which  left  no  mark,  and  was  knocketl 
or  thrown  over  the  side  of  the  bridge,  falling  insensibly  upon 
the  snow  beneath.  There  was  noticed  what  seemed  to  have 
twcn  the  impression  of  a  person  having  lain  there,  ajid  around 
it  were  footprints  in  the  snow.  It  was  (urther  conjectured  that 
the  inanimate  body  was  tlicnec  carried  underneath  the  upper  or 
dry  arch  of  the  bridge,  where  it  was  robbed  of  such  money  or 
other  valualileit  as  may  have  been  upon  it,  and  that  then  (for 
what  purpose  it  would  be  difficult  to  guess)  the  abdominal 
wounds  were  inflicted.  To  effect  this  stabbing,  the  clothing 
was  carefully  unbuttoned  and  turned  aside  sul!icicntly  to  facili- 
tate the  purpose,  and  afterwards  decently  adjusted.  The  panta- 
loons, vest  and  coat  were  properly  buttoned  immediately  ovet 
the  stab.s.  This  having  been  done,  the  apparently  lifeless  form 
was  carried — not  dragged — through  the  arch  to  the  opposite 
side  of  the  bridge,  where  the  assassin  entered  the  water  ami 
threw,  his  burden  into  the  shallow  creek,  to  give  an  appearance 
of  death  by  drowning.  Footiirints  going  towards  the  walet 
from  imdcmeath  the  arch  were  noticed,  but  there  were  none 
returning  from  the  stream.    The  observers  were  at  a  loss  tc 
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account  for  this  at  first,  but  finally  concluded  that  after  throw- 
ing the  body  into  the  creek,  the  assassin  "walked  in  tln!  water 
up  or  down,  and  ascended  llic  bank  at  sonic  point  not  yet 
known." 

All  that  was  lacking  in  evidence  was  supplied  in  speculative 
theories,  and  upon  the  evening  of  the  same  day  the  jury 
returned  a  verdict  that  "  Monroe  Snyder  came  to  his  death  by 
effusion  of  blood  upon  the  brain,  caused  by  a  hloiv  upon  the 
head  inflictt-d  by  some  person  or  persons  to  the  jury  unknown." 
It  may  be  observed  that  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evidence  to 
support  tlie  Hnding  that  Mr,  Snyder  had  sustained  a  blow  upon 
Ills  head.  The  elTust-d  blood  was  by  no  means  evidence  of  it, 
for  tlie  effusion  was  in  no  respect  diflfcrent  from  that  which 
arises  solely  from  internal  causes,  independently  of  any  external 
violence  whatever.  As  a  matter  of  fad.  il  may  he  stated  alsu 
that  it  was  afterwards  learned  that  what  was  supposed  to  Iiave 
been  the  impression  of  Snvflcr's  body  lying  in  the  snow  upon 
the  bank  at  the  upper  end  of  the  bridge,  was  ma^Ie  by  other 
parties  during  the  night  previous  to  the  one  upon  which 
Snyder  perished. 

'ITic  hastily  rendered  verdict  was  in  full  accord  with  the  tem- 
per of  the  community,  but  upon  sober  second  thought  there 
was  manifested  a  feeling  that  further  investigation  ought  to  be 
made.  Some  things  gradually  came  to  light  which  looked 
rjuccr,  if  not  altogether  miaccoinitahlc.  At  first  it  was  sup- 
posed that  Mr.  Snyder  had  been  robbed  as  well  as  murdered, 
but  subsequently  it  became  known  that  he  liad  nothing  valuable 
upon  his  person  of  which  he  could  be  robbed.  He  had  left  his 
watch,  pockethook,  and  safe-key  at  home  that  day  before  going 
away,  and  there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that  he  had  any 
money  or  other  valuables  about  him  at  the  time  of  his  death. 
Finally  it  began  to  be  whispered  that  Monroe  Snyder  may  have 
committed  suicide,  and  different  opinions  and  theories  were 
at  length  entertained.  As  a  result  of  all  llii-'  conjecturing,  the 
coroner  recalled  his  jury  to  a  further  hearing  of  evidence  in 
the  case.  During  several  ensuing  days  voluminous  testimony 
was  taken,  the  evidence  being  sharply  scrutinized  by  the  legal 
adviser  of  Mr.  Snyder's  son  Lewis,  the  district  attorney,  and 
othcrsL 
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Wc  leani  from  the  evidence  of  Mrs.  Krcsgc,  sister  of  the  de- 
ceased, tliat  Snyder  called  ai  her  house  Uie  Wednesday  before 
liis  death,  where  they  held  a  kindly  conversation  upon  family 
matters.  He  was  dispirited  and  sad,  but  not  more  so  than  slic 
Iiad  seen  him  on  former  occasions.  His  hearing  had  become 
impaired,  and  he  was  apprehensive  that  it  was  growing  worse; 
and  in  speaking  of  this  he  cried  about  it  and  said  he  v^as  going 
to  New  York  to  consult  an  aurist.  He  said  he  would  go  the 
next  Friday,  and  that  if  anything  should  happen  to  him  his 
folks  would  be  able  to  help  themselves.  He  spoke  of  a  dream 
that  hr  had  Iiad  uf  ihi-lr  parents,  who  were  dead  long  ago.  He 
appeared  melancholy,  and  when  he  said  "good-bye"  he  was 
still  crying  on  account  of  (as  witness  beUeved)  his  defective 
hearing.  He  parted  with  his  sister  upon  the  porch,  walking 
away  slowly,  and  she  went  back  into  the  house  to  the  front 
window.  From  the  window  she  saw  that  he  was  stilt  crying. 
He  turned  anil  looked  back,  and  when  he  saw  her  at  the  win- 
dow, he  wiped  his  eyes  with  his  handkerchief. 

The  day  and  night  following  this  interview  with  his  sister  he 
was  engaged  in  writing  the  closing  portion  of  a  lengthy  confi- 
(Icntial  letter  addrcssc<l  to  his  son,  Lewis  W.  Snyder,  whidi  will 
hereafter  appear.  Lewis  says,  in  evidence,  that  he  retired 
that  nfght  at  ten  o'clock,  and  does  not  know  whether  his 
father  was  then  in  bed  or  not. 

The  next  morning,  Friday,  February  2i»t,  Mr,  Snyder  left 
for  New  York  by  tlie  early  train.  It  was  rainy,  but  he  took  no 
umbrella.  No  one  seems  to  have  known  what  his  business  in 
New  York  was,  there  being  no  evidence  of  his  purpose  other 
than  tliat  which  he  had  stated  to  his  sister.  His  son  Lewis 
says,  in  evidence,  that  he  had  not  been  able  to  ascertain  where 
his  father  went  while  in  New  Ygrk;  that  he  had  made  inquiry, 
bill  without  avail.  It  is  not  known  that  he  consulted  an  aurist. 
He  rode  in  the  same  car  tu  New  York  with  a  Mr.  Wonnan, 
and  upon  their  arrival  in  the  city  they  separated  at  West  Street, 
Snyder  remarking  that  he  wanted  to  buy  an  umbrella,  as  h  was 
then  raining.  He  appcareti  to  Mr.  VVomian  to  be  in  his  ac- 
customed health  and  spirits. 

Mr.  Womian  left  New  York  by  the  half-past  five  train  that 
afternoon  to  return  home.     On  the  Jersey  side  he  found  Mr. 
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Snyder  in  the  smoking-car,  reaily  lo  return  by  the  same  train, 
and  tJiey  again  rode  together  pan  of  the  way,  conversing  a 
little.  'IIk-  train  was  delaycil  sonic  hvcnty  minutes  or  more  at 
Glenclon,  and  Mr.  Snyder  asked  what  caused  the  delay,  and 
in<)uircd  of  Mr.  Worinan  if  he  thought  the  train  wonid  arrive 
in  Bethlehem  in  time  to  catch  the  omnibus.  Worman  repHcd 
that  lie  thought  it  would  not,  Snyder  said  that  he  hoped  it 
wonid,  as  he  did  not  like  to  cross  the  bridge  alone.  The  bridge 
he  spoke  of  was  not  the  one  near  which  his  dead  body  was 
subsequently  found,  but  a  long,  covered  structure  near  the 
nctblehcm  Depot,  known  as  the  Ixhigh  bridge.  Tt  is  neces- 
sary lo  cross  this  bri<lge  to  pa.ss  from  the  depot  to  the  borough 
of  Bethlebcni.  Wornian  noticc<l  that  Snyder  had  a  new 
umbrella  with  him.  and  remembcreii  Snyder's  saying  that  he 
lio|)ed  it  would  nut  rain  on  the  morrow,  as  he  intended  to  go 
to  a  fuiteral  at  Howerton.  According  to  Mr.  Womian's  evi- 
dence, no  one  but  himself  spoke  to  Snyder  between  Easton 
and  Bethlehem  Depot.  Arriving  at  Bcthlehcni.  the  omnibus 
was  not  in  watting:  and  as  Mr.  SVonnan's  way  home  lay  in  a 
different  direction  from  that  of  Mr.  Snyder,  he  bade  the  latter 
*"  good  night  "  and  went  directly  home,  leaving  the  car  in  ad- 
vance of  Mr.  Snyder. 

The  testimony  of  Mr.  Wilson  is  somewhat  conflicting  with 
thai  of  Mr.  Worman.  Wilson  entered  tlie  train  at  rrcemans- 
bnrg  and  rode  beyond  Bethleliem  to  Allcntown.  He  was  well 
acquaintctl  with  Mr.  Snyder  and  rode  in  the  same  scat  with 
him  to  Uelhlelicm.  They  conversed  at  considerable  length 
upon  Snyder's  business  matters.  Worman,  whom  Wilson  did 
not  know  at  that  time,  sat  behind  them.  Wilson  swears  "  posi- 
tively no  one  talked  with  Mr.  Snyder  from  Pbillipsburg  up" 
but  himself,  and  that  Worman  followed  Snyder  out  of  the  car — 
not  preceded  him.  Mr.  Snyder  asked  Wilson  to  stop  off  at 
Bethlehem  and  pass  the  night  with  him  at  his  house. 

Deficient  and  apparently  unimportant  as  this  evidence  is.  it 
is  all  the  knowledge  we  have  concerning  the  man  up  to  the 
time  of  his  leaving  the  (rain  to  go  home.  Did  he  go  home? 
Mr.  Lewis  Snyder  says  that  he  has  no  information  or  knowl- 
edge that  his  father  was  at  home  after  leaving  for  New  York 
that  Friday  morning. 
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During  the  first  inciucst  there  was  notliiiig  known  to  the 
public  touching  Mr.  Snyder's  whereabouts  after  he  left  the  cars 
upon  the  arrival  of  the  train  at  about  9.10  P.  M.  At  this  stage 
a  n«v  witness  appears.  Augustus  Killing,  itic  jjged  toll-keeper 
of  Lehigh  bridge,  tells  his  story  as  follows: 

It  is  my  basincas  lo  light  the  lamps  on  the  bridire  and  put  them 
nut.  1  generally  lighi  ihrir  ai  tinrk  ami  put  them  out  al>out  ten 
o'clock.  On  last  Friday  evening,  about  five  minutes  before  ten 
o'clock,  r  went  across  the  bridee  to  put  nin  the  liHhts,  There  are  three 
lights  on  the  bridge;  the  middle  liglit  in  tlie  center.  I  knew  Monroe 
Snjdrr  pretty  well,  and  knew  where  he  lived.  1  did  not  observe  the 
pasuengers  who  uinie  on  the  train.  When  I  went  to  put  out  the 
lights  I  did  not  sec  any  living,  moving  thing.  I  saw  nobodir  walking 
on  ihc  bridge,  either  in  the  drive-way  or  cleviitcd  walks.  I  think  I 
would  have  seen  them  if  anybody  had  bt^en  there.  I  always  begin  to 
put  till:  liKhts  out  at  the  uthcr  end  of  the  bridge.  1  did  »q  that 
iiiRliI.  and  walked  in  the  (oot-path  because  I  have  to.  Nobody 
walked  towards  me.  Between  (he  two  liffhts,  the  middle  and  the 
outer  light  at  Aotith  end,  I  came  upon  a  person  l^ing  on  bis  buck  on 
the  fool-walk  His  hat  was  off,  lying  about  three  feet  from  him, 
and  when  1  saw  the  body  lying  (here  I  thoughl  it  was  a  drunken 
man.  I  had  a  common  lantern  with  a  tallow  caudle  in  it.  and  when 
1  came  up  to  this  person  1  set  the  lantern  down  upon  the  walk.  Then 
I  went  lo  the  body  and  shook  it  gently.  I  didn't  know  who  it  was 
then,  and  1  said,  "  Get  up  here;  you'll  freeze  to  death."  He  didn't 
show  any  sign  of  life  then,  and  I  shook  hini  again  a  little  harder- 
Then  he  gave  signs  of  life  just  the  same  as  one  waking  from  sleep. 
When  I  saw  he  wax  awaking  I  took  him  by  the  shoulder  and  raised 
him  into  a  aitting  position.  Then  1  said  again,  "Get  up  here;  you'll 
Erccic  to  death  here."  Then  the  man  said,  "  1  can't;  I'm  stabbed." 
Then  I  said.  *'  I'll  help  you."  I  lifted  a  Utile  to  assist  him,  but  he  got 
up  pretty  easy.  Then  I  said,  "  Here  is  your  hat."  and  I  went  and 
picked  up  his  hat  and  put  it  on  hts  head,  and  then  ftmit  Uwas  Mr. 
Monro*  Snydtr.  Then  fic  said  again,  cither  "  I  am  etabbcd  twice." 
or  "They  stubbed  me  twice."  or  *'  He  slahl>cd  me  twice,"  Then  he 
pulled  up  his  waistcoat.  Hi*  coal  was  unbuttoned.  He  pulled  out 
u  litllc  of  his  shirt  an  the  right  side,  and  wanted  to  show  mc  where 
h«  was  slabbi;d.  1  looked,  but  eould  see  no  blood  or  cut  on  the 
shirt.  I  took  up  my  lantern  lo  look,  and  I  doubled  that  he  was  <«t 
Then  he  «aid,  "  1  think  I  can  go  home."  and  he  turned  towards  this 
end  and  walked  a  few  paces,  and  I  went  to  extinguish  the  light  on 
the  south  end.  I  put  out  thai  light  and  turned  back  to  put  out  the 
middle  light,  which  I  did.  and  did  not  see  Mr.  Snyder  when  I  got 
back  to  the  middle  light.  Then  I  came  over  lo  put  out  the  last  light 
on  this  side,  thinking  that  he  might  have  fallen  down  the  steps,  for 
1  did  not  see  htm  any  more.    Then  I  put  out  the  lasi  light  and  had 
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noihing  bui  the  candle  lantern.  I  lonked  all  around  at  th«  end  of  the 
bridRc.  bul  saw  iiolhing  of  him.  Then  1  went  d»nn  the  »licc(  x  little 
wsy,  luoltiiiH  iill  nvi-T  Ihc  sircvl  and  sidcwxlk«  lu  sec  if  anybody  W3& 
moving.  I  law  nu  one,  and  Ihen  fett  ca.ty  about  hii.  getting  home. 
I  went  into  my  house  and  to  bed.  Thai  is  all  I  knew  o{  it  till  I  heard 
his  body  wait  found.  I  tlt'l  not  find  an  unihrclU  on  the  bridge,  tlmuith 
I  huvc  looked  since.  It  was  about  five  minute)  past  ten  when  1  got 
home.  When  1  went  into  my  house  1  mentioned  to  my  wife  and 
family  that  I  had  saved  a  man  from  (reeling  to  death;  that  it  was 
Monroe  Snyder,  and  thai  I  thought  he  was  drunk  I  didn't  take  par- 
ticular noliC'C  whether  he  «ta(mervd  or  not  whrn  he  walked  off.  I 
neither  lieard  nor  saw  any  more  of  bini  until  in  tEic  moniin^,  when 
I  learned  that  the  body  of  a  man  had  been  found  in  the  creek,  and 
some  lime  during  the  forenoon  I  heard  that  it  wa*  the  hndy  of 
Monroe  Snyder.  After  hearing  of  Snyder's  death.  I  went  along  the 
bridge  to  see  if  I  could  find  any  blood  at  the  iiUce  where  htf  told 
me  that  ho  had  been  slabbed,  but  did  not  find  any.  I  huird  that 
they  had  an  in(|ucsl  on  Saturday:  henrd  of  it  before  nighl,  but  did 
not  come  over  to  telE  the  coroner  what  I  knew  about  IL  t  did  not 
send  him  any  word  «f  what  I  knew  about  it.  1  did  not  tell  the  cor- 
oner at  any  time.  I  told  Mr.  Charleit  Boddcr.  one  day  thin  week, 
that  I  had  seen  Mr.  Monroe  Snyder  on  the  bridge.  Before  I  told 
him  I  came  over  lo  Mr  Mtjch'a  to  order  some  coal,  where  we  com- 
menced to  talk  about  this  matter,  and  he  told  mc  tliey  were  to  have 
another  inquest.  I  think  it  was  on  Tuesday  forenoon.  Tlien  1  went 
home,  and  !  thought  that  I  would  ko  and  tell  the  inquest  what  I 
knew  about  it.  I  went  back  and  told  Mr.  Misch  to  tell  the  coroner 
to  tend  for  mc  when  he  began.  I  told  Mr.  Bodder  aftcrwnrd».  1  was 
then  suhpcenaed  as  a  witness.  I  told  Mr.  Boddcr  on  Wednesday, 
and  told  him  not  to  say  anything  about  it  Then  Mr  Irwin,  the 
burgess  fl[  the  borough,  sent  for  me.  I  met  there  two  detectives 
from  New  York,  who  examined  me  very  closely.  At  first  I  refused  to 
tell  them  anything  about  it,  because  I  was  a  witness  and  I  thought  I 
would  then  have  to  testify  anyhow.  I  thought  Mr.  Snyder  was  drunk 
that  night,  and  told  the  burgess,  the  detectives,  and  Mr.  Bodder  that 
I  thought  %o.  The  reason  I  didn't  ask  Mr.  Snyder  where  he  had 
been  stabbed  was  thai  I  did  not  see  any  marks,  and  didn't  think  he 
bad  been  stabbed.  I  am  positively  certain  that  Monroe  Snyder  was 
the  man  I  saw  that  night.  He  did  not  ask  me  to  help  him;  if  he  had. 
I  would  have  gone  home  with  him.  I  did  not  know  Chat  it  was  cus- 
tomary, when  an  inquest  was  sitting,  for  all  who  knew  anything  about 
it  lo  come  and  tell  it.  After  it  was  known  who  it  was  that  was  fotind 
In  the  creek,  I  did  not  make  it  public  about  Rnding  him  on  the 
bridge.  Hecnuse  I  was  afraid  people  might  blame  mc  for  not  going 
home  with  him.  It  happening  that  he  was  dead  alter  1  had  seen  him, 
I  was  afraid  I  would  be  very  much  bl,imcd  for  not  going  home  with 
him.     When   I   heard  that  the  second  inquest  was   to  be  held,   I 
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thought  it  time  to  make  It  good,  and  so  I  told  Mr  Mbch  to  tell  the 
coToTicr  to  subpccna  mc.  It  wurrKtl  me  tlut  1  had  not  come  forward 
at  first  to  icll  what  i  knew. 

Mr.  Charles  Bo(i<lcr  testified  rcganling  z  conversation  which 
he  had  with  Mr.  Billing,  the  toll-keeper,  aboul  Monroe  Snyder, 
and  repeated  ihc  conversation  at  great  lengtli.  It  was  the  story 
of  Mr.  Billing's  finding  Mr.  Snyiler  on  the  bridge,  and  all  the 
circumstances  connected  therewith  agreed  perfectly  with  tlie 
Icfitiniony  given  by  Mr.  Billing.  On  Ihc  same  day,  while 
walking  over  the  bridge,  he  found  a  paper  sticking  between  the 
boards  a  short  distance  from  where  Mr.  Snyder  was  said  to 
have  Wen  lying.  It  was  an  envelope  from  which  one  end  had 
been  toni  squarely  oPl,  so  as  to  admit  of  drawing  out  the 
enclosure.  It  was  postmarked  "  Danville.  N.  J.,  Feb.  isl,  1873," 
and  addressed  to  "  Mr.  Monroe  Snyder,  Bethlehem,  Pa." 
This  envelope  had  Ijeen  picked  up  from  the  floor  of  the  bridge 
on  the  same  Jay  Snyder's  body  was  discovered  in  Monocacy 
Creek,  and  the  man  who  founil  it  placed  it  between  the  boards 
where  it  was  aftcrwaril.'i  seen  by  Bcidder. 

It  docs  not  appear  that  Snyder  was  seen  .so  as  to  be  positively 
identified,  after  he  left  the  Lehigh  bridge.  At  a  later  hour 
during  the  night  it  so  happened  that  some  two  or  three  wit- 
nesses noticed  a  solitary  person  in  the  vicinity  of  South  Beth- 
lehem bridge,  and  one  of  the  witnesses  ihought  at  the  time 
thai  he  recognized  the  figure  of  the  person  as  resenibling  that 
of  Monroe  Snyder,  whom  he  knew.  It  was  then  past  two 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  was  a  pretty  eold  night.  Tlie 
person  was  standing  in  a  leaning  posture,  on  the  bridge  against 
its  south  parapet.  Witness  walked  close  to  him  in  passing, 
and  looked  back  over  his  shoulder  after  passing,  and  saw  tlic 
man  still  standing  there. 

Mr.  Snyder  had  been  unfortunate  in  some  of  his  finandal 
investments  and  speculations  during  the  two  or  three  years 
preceding  his  death,  so  that  his  estate  was  impairt-d  to  such  an 
extent  as  to  subject  him  to  serious  embarrassments.  His  resi- 
dence and  other  real  estate  were  mortgaged  for  a  large  ainotmt, 
and  what  money  he  could  raise  was  invested  in  hazardous  slate 
and  ore  speculations,  from  which  he  derived  no  income  or 
profit    By  tlie  highest  estimates,  the  total  value  of  his  property 
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was  $27,500,  while  liis  liabilities  amounted  to  more  than 
$36,000.  Among  other  efforts  to  retrieve  his  diminished  as- 
sets, he  had  entered  into  business  relations  with  a  Mr.  Lynn, 
which  proved  to  be  the  cause  of  nuich  annoyance  and  trouble. 
The  day  before  leaving  home  for  New  York  he  effected  a  set- 
tlement with  Lynn,  disposing  of  the  leases  which  he  held  for 
operating  in  hematite  ore  in  New  Jersey.  He  then  completed 
a  lengthy  written  statement  addressed  to  his  son  Lewis,  wherein 
he  speaks  of  the  sctUcinent  just  effected  with  Lynn. 

An  ill-defined  nimor  conceminff  the  existence  of  such  a 
paper  waa  afloat,  and  Mr.  [^wis  W.  Snyder  was  recalled  to  the 
witness-stand,  when  the  district  attorney  called  the  witness's 
attention  to  the  fact  tliat  mucli  had  been  said  about  a  certain 
paper  which  was  left  addressed  to  him,  and  asked  if  he  would 
show  that  paper  to  the  coroner  and  jury.     The  witness  replied: 

"  No,  sir.  I  will  not.  It  Is  a  purely  private  matter  which  has 
nolhinjT  to  do  with  this  case.  I  found  it  in  my  father's  safe  on 
Sunday  morning  after  his  death.  He  also  left  a  will.  I  am  di- 
rected in  the  instrument  not  to  reveal  its  contents.  It  reveals 
nothing  hearing  on  the  case." 

The  legal  adviser  of  the  witness  here  interposed  and  said  that 
he  had  rea<l  over  the  paper  referred  to.  That  it  directs  about 
certain  stock;  instructs  his  son,  the  witness,  to  keep  out  of 
certain  enterprises,  and  gives  a  great  deal  of  information  solely 
regarding  business.  It  speaks  of  his  holding  some  doubtful 
securities,  and  of  otJicr  matters  which  it  would  be  entirely 
improper  tu  lay  before  the  pubhc.  It  speaks  of  enterprises  in 
which  tlie  prospects  may  be  good,  but  counsels  sticking  to 
legitimate  business,  which  is  surer,  though  it  returns  less  profit. 

The  coroner  exijrcsscd  a  desire  to  see  the  paper.  The 
counsel  for  the  witness  said  that  he  could  not,  that  it  had  noth- 
ing whatever  to  do  with  the  case.  Some  sparring  between  the 
lawyers  ensued,  and  the  witness  said  that  he  must  decline  to 
show  the  paper.  The  district  attorney  remarked  that  unless 
the  paper  was  shown,  there  might  be  unfounded  suspicions 
against  ihe  witness,  which  would  l>e  removed  by  its  trxhibition, 
and  that  the  coroner  niiul  see  the  paper.  The  witness's  coun- 
sel here  cxclainied,  "  Cunimit  him  if  you  dare.  Wliat  is  this 
suspicion  founded  on?     Nothing,     1  will  agree  to  let  the  dis- 
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tricl  attorney  sec  that  paper,  but  the  coroner  cannot,  and  T 
liavc  instructed  my  client  not  to  show  it  If  the  district  attor- 
ney thinks  it  slioiild  be  made  i>ul»lic,  I  will  so  instruct  rny 
clienl." 

The  witness  and  his  counsel  then  retired  with  the  district 
attorney,  where  they  pris-ately  examined  the  much  talked  of 
paper,  and  upon  their  return  to  the  jury-room  the  district 
attorney  said  that  he  saw  nothing  whatsoever  in  it  which  in  any 
way  connected  it  with  the  case.  The  handwriting  was  identi- 
fied as  that  of  the  elder  Mr.  Snyder,  and  the  prosecuting  at- 
torney expressed  himself  as  perfectly  satisfied. 

But  the  effort  to  suppress  this  important  nianuwripl  did  not 
succeed,  and  the  demand  for  its  production  was  rchiciantly 
complictl  with.  It  was  produced  upon  the  condition  prcscrihcil 
by  the  counsel  of  I-^wis  Snyder,  that  a  separate  oath  be 
administered  to  the  coroner  and  jurors  that  they  should  not 
divulge  its  contents.  The  representatives  of  the  press  then 
demanded  the  publication  of  the  letter,  and  those  having  it  in 
charge,  fearing  tlie  censure  and  odium  as  well  as  suspicion  that 
would  be  aroused  and  expressed  if  they  longer  pursued  this 
policy  of  silence,  reluctantly  yielded,  and  the  letter  was  pub- 
lished. Its  contents  have  such  an  important  bearing  upon  the 
questions  involved  in  the  case,  that  wc  here  introduce  a 
verbatim  copy: 

To  MV  DEAR  AND  MUCH  BKLOVFJ)  SoN  Lkwis— l^enis.  somdmes 
I  [«tl,  and  it  appears  tn  me  ihM  1  wnni  lo  be  here,  with  you  and 
Mother,  on  thij  world.  Ions,  any  more,  but  wc  doni  know  what  God 
will  le)  hapi>en  with  u*:  but  we  have  to  iul>mit.  ]  dotu  tio|>e  to  get 
killed  or  die  soon;  but  snmctimcs,  I  tccA  and  think  that  I  would  not 
be  in  this  worltt  long;  any  more,  Lewis,  if  God  calh  mc  liomc,  or 
away  from  you  and  Mudier,  you  tniist  do  the  best  you  can.  first  of 
all,  be  kind  to  mother,  whatever  you  do,  and  see  that  »lic  \a  well  cared 
for.  Lewis,  I  have  more  Debts  than  ynti  know,  or  that  yuu  think: 
but  I  cant  help  it;  you  know  iliai  I  have  always  tried  lo  do  the  best 
1  could,  but  oiteniimes,  where  I  thouglit  I  could  make  something. 
I  lost  ]  often  ihoHglit  f  would  tdl  you  more  about  my  circum- 
stancec.  than  I  did.  Inn.  when  I  meant  to  tell  you.  I  could  not  do  it, 
and  if  I  would,  it  would  not  make  it  any  belter,  il  1  could  mm 
fhinns  into  money,  what  1  would  like  to  sell,  I  eould  shift  it  round: 
but  there  is  no  <ale  for  nolhinfc  at  prestm.  !.ewis  1  have  my  life 
uisured  for  Siaty-fivc  Thousand  Dollars,  altogether,     for  ao  Thousand 
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in  the  Pcna  Mutual  life  insurance  Company  of  PhiladclphU.  an<]  for 
30  Thuuxand  Dotbtrit  in  ilie  Mutual  life  Insurance  Company  of  New 
York;  and  for  10  Thousanil  DolUrt  I  have  an  acciJcnUl  Policy  in 
tlic  Hanford  Cunipjiiiy  ul  Cunncccicui;  and  5  ThouMind  in  ttic  MuiiuU 
Prolcctiou  lilv  insurance  Company  of  Philadelphia;  which  h  lor  the 
benefit  of  moihcr.  to  Thousand  in  the  Pcnn  Mutual  is  lor  niutlicr; 
aod  10  Thousand  in  llie  Mutual  Life  of  New  York  is  for  mother. 
All  my  oilier  insurance  is  Iot  your  benefit,  li  anytltinit  »liaulij  happen 
whh  tre,  I.ewi*.  uct  the  money  out  of  the  insurance  Companya,  for 
they  have  lo  pay  it.  ihe  Agents  o(  the  Cnrnpanys  I  niKuml  in,  will 
assist  you.  and  pay  nil  my  debts,  for  I  IwrruwcJ  :iumc  money  (u  pay 
till;  i)f«mtiims  on  ilie  insurance,  so  that  my  Creditors  could  [lerhaps 
get  a  hold  o(  inturance.  and  if  ihey  could  not,  pay  all  my  d*bls.  and 
be  a  man,  in  that  iiobudy  citn  say.  that  tbcy  lost  money  on  your 
Father  You  can  pay  all  my  dclils.  snil  hold  nil  iht-  properly,  if  you 
Kct  ihc  money  out  of  the  irMirancf  Coinpanyt,  am)  have  money  lefC 
I  insured  to  much;  it  costs  10  mucli  money  to  keep  it  up.  or  to  pay 
the  premtutn)^;  hut,  I  am  in  now,  I  will  ketp  il  up.  if  1  can,  Lewis 
keep  i>ui  of  tbc»e  Cnmiwnys.  for  it  is  wonli  noihinK  to  be  in  these 
large  Conipanys,  anJ  be  very  careful  that  you  ilont  net  Clivaled  «) 
much,  and  dont  Id  pcojile  talk  j-ou  into  all  these  lliiiitr!<  or  into  any- 
thing. Lewi*,  dont  show  ibis  paper  to  any  body,  wlulevcr  you  <lo. 
dont  let  any  person  sec  rt;  Keep  it  entirely  a  secret,  if  anything  should 
bnpiirn  witb  me.  sell  luy  interest  in  all  these  Iron  mine  or  ore  Lcaxes, 
ii  it  to  expensive  and  very  risky  Business,  and  dont  listen  to  what 
other  people  lell  you,  and  tend  well  lo  your  store.  The  insurance 
Cum|)any.-i  must  pay  the  inrtumnrr.  what  I  am  insured,  they  cant 
get  out  of  it.  if,  I  am  gone  once,  dont  let  people  know  for  how  much 
]  am  insured,  or  bow  much  1  am  in  debt.  Keep  it  as  much  secret  as 
you  can,  for  not  everybody  need  to  know,  for  it  wont  make  it  any 
better,  but  whm  you  get  the  money  out  of  the  in.tnrance  Compnnjw, 
if  it  ever  should  happen  sn,  dont  think  you  would  keep  the  money 
and  not  pay  the  Debts  for  that  purpose  I  insured  so  much  that  all  my 
ticbti  can  be  paid  i(  anything  should  happen,  you  can  jiay  tlit  Debts, 
and  have  some  money  left,  and  keep  all  the  property  what  we  have. 
i(  yon  manattc  it  right,  ihe  Agents  of  ihe  Company^  will  assist  you 
in  taking  the  afTidnvitJ  for  Proof  of  Death,  and  so  o«.  Lewis,  you  will 
find  my  last  will  and  Testament,  in  the  safe  in  a  sealed  envelope, 
Lewis,  dont  do  as  I  hare  done,  dont  let  people  talk  you  into  any- 
thing, to  go  security,  or  endorse  notes  lo  the  Banks  and  all  sorts  of 
such  things;  be  very  careful  about  such  things,  and  dont  do  ai  I  have 
done,  r  done  a  great  deal  to  much  of  such  things.  T^wis. 
fceqi  that  safe,  and  the  gold,  and  silver  money  what  is  in  the  safe, 
keep  that  without  fail,  and  keep  all  the  property  For  the  present  time, 
if  I  should  be  called  off;  for  in  course  of  time  the  property  here  will 
bring  3  good  price.  1  made  you  my  executor  in  my  will,  if  anything 
hapens  with  me  you  must  take  my  will  to  Eastoa  to  the  Registers 
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oliicc,  inside  of  Thirty  days  of  my  death,  mid  take  out  your  papers 
aK  executor  ol  my  e&uie:  ilic  luaii  thai  signed  the  will,  as  witnesses, 
you  must  take  to  Easton  to  tcitily  to  the  will;  you  doni  need  to  ^ve 
security  as  Executor,  yuu  can  t«kc  an  inveiiiory,  or  an  ap[>rai3enicnt 
of  my  things  and  before  you  have  lo  keep  a  sale,  you  can  ice  welher 
you  get  the  money  of  the  Insurance  Cotnpanys  or  not. 

MoNKOe  SSVDEtt. 

Lewis,  I  dont  hof)«  or  »pect  to  die  soon,  or  get  killed:  but  god 
only  knows:  wc  cant  tell,  life  is  uncertain,  but  Death  i*  ecrtain, 
about  kcrpinK  Llewcllyins  insurance  Pulicy  up.  if  he  livck  longer 
than  1.  you  can  do  as  you  please,  or  as  you  think  best,  try  and  keep 
evcrythinic  as  it  is,  and  ;is  i)uict  as  pussiblc;  it  u  oi  no  use  to  let 
every  body  know  how  things  arc;  I  know  if  somethiuK  should  happen 
with  me,  mother  would  trouble  herself  a  great  deal  aboot  it;  if  it 
should  be  tile  case  bike  Kood  care  of  her  whiitercr  you  do. 

Lewis  I  think  I  told  you.  that  (he  Pcnn  Mutual  life  insurance  Com* 
pany  holds  a  Mortgage  o(  five  Thousand  Dollar*  on  our  house,  fof 
which  ihcy  hold  one  of  my  insurance  policys  of  five  Thousand  Dol- 
lars, as  eolateral  security,  I  have  a  paper  in  the  tafe  that  «haw«  it, 
and  the  receipts  that  I  paid  the  premiums  on  it.  they  also  hold  s 
fire  insurance  f olicy.  as  colatcral  security,  which  is  transfered  to 
them,  you  must  sec  that  it  comes  all  right.  Junus  Snyder  holds 
the  lire  insurance  Policy  on  the  Drue  Store  BuildinK  as  colatcral 
security  lor  Mr.  Taylors  mortgage,  that  Policy  is  not  transfered.  I 
have  a  receipt  in  the  Safe  from  Jonas  Snyder,  Lawyer  Stout,  at 
Easlon.  is  the  agent  for  the  fut  mKuraiice  Company;  where  the  Drug 
Store  property  is  insured  in. 

Mrs.  Recdcr  at  Easlon.  holds  tlic  insurance  Policy  on  your  stock. 
zs   Colateral   security,   for   the  TItousand   Dollars,   what   Shoe- 

maker had  loaned  of  her.  Lawyer  Rcedcr  attends  to  her  business,  so 
that  you  can  find  everything,  and  tiy  and  straighten  it  up,  for  Cods 
nkC  MONKOE  Sn\*dkr. 

Lewis,  I  think  it  would  be  best,  if  somethinK  should  happen  with 
me.  if  you  would  get  every  thing  appraised  and  sell  it  Mother  can 
lake,  at  the  appraisement,  what  she  wants;  and  anything  ol  the  per- 
sonally property  you  want,  you  can  buy;  hut  the  houses,  or  Real 
estate,  you  cant  buy.  because  you  are  my  Executor:  you  cant  give  a 
Deed  to  yOurseU,  but  Mother  can  buy  the  Real  eatate,  or  get  a  good 
friend  to  buy  it  for  her.  and  she  can  lake  the  deeds,  and  afterwards 
give  you  another  Deed,  t  ihink  that  would  be  the  beit  way,  and 
about  Grand  Mother  Bcil«  K^lntc.  xcc  thnt  it  comes  all  right,  so  that 
Daniel  and  Reigel.  who  arc  my  security,  need  not  to  pay  anything 
for  me,  the  be*t  way  T  think  is  to  sell  everything  after  I  am  gone, 
as  soon  .15  ynu  get  ihe  mmiey  out  of  the  Insurance  Company*  lor 
that  matter  ahmii  the  St  Nicholas  Slale  Company  and  ather«  mi^t 
make  you  Ifonble.  where  1  am  security,  if  ihe  property  is  not  sold. 
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if  jrou  sell  the  ptopfHy  (or  cash  it  iwont  cnmc  so  liiKh  and  i(  you 
gave  th<  money  of  (lie  Insurance  Com[ian)'s  for  my  insurance  ItiaC 
wuutti  be  the  l>c8t  way,  anything  ol  the  persona!  pr.;.pcrty  y«u  can 
iak«,  by  the  3  pp  raise  men  t,  or  buy  it;  y»u  and  Mother  can  keep  all 
the  personal  property;  keep  by  th«  appraisement  or  buy  it;  dont  let 
that  safe  go  to  Strangers;  keep  ihni,  itnd  keep  the  silver  and  goM 
money,  what  is  in  it;  i(  ynu  dont  keep  ihe  other  money,  iE  there  is 
any,  the  lilver  and  gold,  dont  say  anything  lo  ntitody;  that  i»  some 
of  Grandpaps  yet.  and  William  and  Amanda  hud  some  when  tlicy  died; 
thai  is  in  the  lale  y«,  and  yours  to.  what  you  have  (or  a  good  many 
years.  Keep  all  that,  and  dont  let  Mother  give  all  her  money.  i(  1 
am  gone.  *a  ttuii  she  hatt  &oinibing  to  lite,  il  the  insurance  h  all 
paid,  you  can  get  ulong  right  well,  and  I  cant  see  no  reason  why  they 
wont  be  paid;  for  the  premium  \%  all  paid:  on  the  Policys,  and  the 
Companys  arc  all  good  Companys.  do  Ihe  bent  yim  can,  hut  never 
go  security  (or  nobody,  nor  never  endorse  a  note,  lor  uo  man,  no 
matter  who  he  is.  i(  you  manage  right,  you  can  get  along,  without 
sslcing  any  body  lo  go  »ecurity  far  you,  or  to  endorse  for  you,  dont 
give  up  SliuctcinkcrK  Slalc  Stock  Certificates,  what  (  hold,  as  Col- 
lateral Security,  until  he  ha*  settled  all  hi*  notes,  what  I  h;ive  endorsed 
for  him.  ThiJ  Guardian  thing  you  also  must  scltte.  Charlc*  thing* 
are  all  settled,  but  Owen  Beits  child.  I  am  Guardian  lor,  and  for  Lewis 
Berken.ttocka  two  little  girls,  if  I  am  not  here  any  more  tliey  will  get 
other  Guardians,  but  dont  go  Guardian  (or  nobody;  it  only  makes 
iTUuhlc.  but  stc  that  theic  itiingi  all  come  right,  the  RooVt  and 
papers  nliont  this  Guardian  business  are  all  in  the  safe;  they  show 
evetyiliing  how  it  is.  Lewis  you  know  how  it  is  with  the 
wagcns:  that  one  of  them  belongs  to  you,  which  one  you  want,  and 
the  Sleigh,  wolf  Robe,  and  ni.tnket,  and  Rells,  are  also  yours,  il  was 
bought  [or  you.  and  you  must  keep  it.  if  Henry  Beil  ever  a.sk.i  you 
lo  lake  lh.1t  Slate  Stock  hack,  what  he  got  of  me  doni  you  do  it.  or 
pay  him  any  money;  dont  give  him  a  cent,  for  he  cant  make  you  do 
it;  perhaps  he  will  never  ask  you;  I  clout  know  as  he  will;  he  never 
asked  me  to  take  it  back;  if  he  would  or  ever  will,  I  wonl  do  it;  only 
sec  that  Grandmother  Bcils  estate  is  settled  up  right,  so  that  ihcy 
cant  say  that  they  did  not  get  their  money,  and  if  the  lecurityn  had 
to  pay  anything,  I  think  Dnniel  is  pretty  severe,  if  he  gels  mad  once 
at  anybody,  mother*^  money  yuu  mual  take  care  what  »hc  gets  out 
of  the  insurance  Companys  for  she  cant  you  must  see  lo,  that  you 
will  also  find,  a  receipt  (or  your  Stock  in  the  Drug  Store,  so  that 
you  can  hold  that:  perhaps  my  creditors  might  try  Lo  get  a  hold  of  tl. 
but  I  dont  fee  how  they  can.  If  you  have  this  receipt;  that  shows  that 
you  paid  me  for  it;  if  anything  happens  with  mc,  aettk  everything  up, 
all  right,  and  as  soon  as  you  can:  and  as  <|uiet  as  yon  can;  the  sooner, 
the  better;  if  you  sell  the  houses,  let  mother  buy  them,  or  get  a  good 
friend  to  buy  them  for.  and  she  can  lake  the  deed,  and  give  you  a 
deed,  again:  1  think   Henry  Btel  would  be  a  good  man  to  buy  the 
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houses  for  mother;  you  cant  tnut  anyhody.  particular  no  stmiB^r: 
()erhapE,  if  you  would  Rct  Hess  to  buy  it,  he  would  not  let  you  have 
ihc  half,  any;  if  you  sell  llic  houses,  for  cash,  or  a  slmrl  credit,  they 
wont  come  so  high,  and  you  can  do  thai,  beeauu;.  you  gel  tlte  money 
out  of  the  insurance  Conipanys-  if  Mother  ever  sets  money  of  the 
innuranre  Compaiiys,  if  xlic  live  longer  than  I  du,  ynu  mutt  take  care 
of  it,  for  ihc  cant,  and  dont  let  her  K*nd  out.  unless  you  see  it.  if 
yiiu  put  it  in  a  k'jmiI  nalinnal  Bank,  I  tUink  that  h  the  safest  or  take 
the  first  mortgage  on  Real  estate.  Whatever  you  do,  dont  let  people 
be  lei  you,  or  lei  you  in  lhing«  n«  they  did  me;  and  «tay  out  of  thes« 
Company*;  never  go  in  a  Company  uf  no  kind,  (or  it  is  worth  nothing 
to  be  in  these  Comparys.  but  yoo  are  old  enough  to  look  a  litle 
ahed,  and  dont  spend  much  money  on  them  Ircn  ore  lea&cs;  tl  you 
can  Ret  a  little  ftOmihinK  far  Ihem.  sett  and  il  no  let  them  run  out. 
and  dont  »pcnd  much  money  on  them;  for  il  is  very  riiiky  Buiincss; 
lottery  Business,  as  Mr.  Jacob  Hicstand  said.  Lewis.  I  settled  up 
everything  with  Lyn;  he  is  to  pay  everything  we  owe,  over  in  Jersey.* 

So  now  Ixwis,  keep  out  of  these  things  as  I  told  you  often,  bcciUEe 
it  i&  worth  nolhinK:  this  mining  is  very  Risky  Business;  dont  spend 
any  money  on  them  Leases  what  1  hold,  if  you  can  get  anything  for 

them  sell  them;  U  not  let  thciD  run  out; 

if  anything  should 

happen  with  me.  which  I  hope  tt  wont,  but  we  doni  know,  for  life 
is  uncertain,  but  death  is  certain,  Lynn  must  pay  everything  what 
owe  in  Jersey,  for  Lumber  and  work  and  for  hauling  the  ore.  and 
Klines  Royalty  and  Klines  Timber,  and  everything,  before  h«  can 
get  them  notes,  what  he  left  me  as  colatcral  security:  I  also  gave 
him  that  LutRe  there  at  Klines,  what  I  had  on  Henry  R.  Keunti 
land  otherwise  I  could  not  settle  with  him. 

MOMROK  SKVDKR. 

This  letter  tells  its  own  story  of  despondency  and  of  impend- 
ing bankruptcy.  "  Lewis,  I  liavc  more  debts  than  you  know, 
or  that  you  think;  but  1  can't  help  iL"  If  the  harassed  debtor 
only  could  "shift  around,"  there  would  be  some  hope,  but 
there  was  "  no  sale  for  noUiing  at  present"  Then  he  imme- 
diately adds,  "  I  have  insured  my  life  for  $65,000,"  and  proceeds 
to  enumerate  the  companies,  and  the  amounts  insured  in  each. 
The  aggrcftatc  sum  is  rather  large  for  a  man  of  his  age  and 
means,  Even  the  payment  of  one  annual  premium  must  have 
been  bunlensome,  for  it  appears  that  on  his  policies  the  esti- 
mated yearly  payments,  less  dividends,  would  be  $1,869.     As 
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a  matter  of  [act,  he  was  unable  to  pa.y  his  premiums  in  full,  ami 
lie  gave  his  note  in  settlement  of  one  of  ihcm.  His  bank-book 
had  been  posted,  and  not  a  cent  was  due  him  as  a  depositor. 
His  check  was  protested,  and  several  notes  were  rapidly  matur- 
ing wliich  lie  was  unable  to  meet.  As  guardian,  he  had  been 
cited  to  file  his  account,  and  at  a  time  when  it  was  impossible 
to  pay  his  wards  a  dollar  ni  their  money.  He  knew  thai  before 
another  season  would  pass  he  must  be  regarded  as  a  ruined 
man.  It  will  be  observed  that  he  looks  forward  to  the  sum 
insured  as  the  sole  hope  of  saving  his  estate  to  his  family.  In 
short,  he  says,  "I  insured  so  much  that  all  my  debts  can  be 
paid." 

According  to  the  evidence  of  one  of  the  agents,  the  insurance 
last  placed  upon  his  life  v\'as  solicited  by  the  agent,  and  not  by 
the  insured.  Snyder  was  unwilling  to  insure  unless  he  could 
trade  off  some  of  his  slate  stock  in  payment  oi  the  premium, 
and  the  ageni  undertook  to  dispose  of  it  for  him,  but  without 
success.  Finally,  he  consented  to  give  his  note  for  one 
premium,  whirh  he  (!i<l  in  the  sum  of  $517.80. 

With  3  view  to  detect,  if  pos!iib!e,  the  guilty  person  or  per- 
sons who  had  caused  Mr.  Snyder's  death,  numerous  witnesses 
were  subpccn,ied  and  every  rumor  thoroughly  sifted.  Under 
the  stimulus  of  rewards  exceeding  $5,000  in  amount,  the  best 
detective  talent  of  New  York  and  other  cities  waa  actively  at 
work.     Rut  no  trace  of  an  assassin  could  be  found. 

Finally,  the  evidence  being  all  in.  the  jury  after  an  hour's 
deliberation  found  that  Snyder's  death  was  occasioned  "  by  an 
effusion  of  blood  upon  the  brain,  caused  by  injuries  received 
at  the  hands  of  a  person  or  persons  to  the  jury  unknown." 
This  verdict,  as  compared  with  the  previous  one  found  by  the 
same  jury,  difJcrs  tlicrefrom  in  assigning,  as  the  cause  for  the 
effusion  of  blood  upon  the  brain,  simply  the  word  "injuries" 
(with  all  that  the  word  implies),  in  the  place  of  a  "blow  upon 
the  head."  Evidently,  after  a  protracted  bearing  of  the  evi- 
dence, the  jur>-  had  become  satisfied  there  had  been  no  blow 
upon  the  head.  There  certainly  was  no  external  visible  sign 
o(  such  blow,  according  to  the  evidence.  Nor  were  any 
"injuries"  found  upon  his  person  other  than  the  cuts  upon 
the  abdomen,  and  to  these,  ex  itecessilate,  tlie  jury  must  have 
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referred  a  tlie  cause  of  tin-  cflusicm  oE  hlijotl  upon  the  brain. 
It  would  be  iiilercstiiiK  to  know  by  what  pathologicaJ  reasoning 
tliey  arrived  at  this  brilbaiit  curiclusioii.  At  the  time  of  the 
autopsy  it  was  agreed  by  tJie  medical  Kcniieiiien  in  attendance 
that  tliis  effusion  u-as  the  irnincdiate  cause  of  death.  No 
cxaitii nation,  however,  wa:i  made  ol  the  lungs,  and  no  inquiry 
was  made  to  ascertain  if  the  eflfiisioii  was  the  result  of  strangiw 
lalion  from  drowning,  As  there  was  an  entire  absence  of  ex- 
tcniaJ  indications  of  violence,  the  presumption  became  very 
strong  that  the  cause  of  the  ef!uston  was  internal  and  not 
external. 

But  the  case  did  not  end  here.  The  insurance  companies 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  preliminarj-  proofs  of  loss  under  the 
respective  policies,  and  the  claims  were  not  paid  at  maturity. 
Finally,  a  compromise  was  effected  umler  a  portion  of  the 
insurance,  while  the  Mutual  Life  decided  to  defend  its  interests 
in  a  suit  which  was  instituted  to  recover  the  sum  of  $30,ocn 
under  its  policies.  This  company  had  certain  legal  defenses 
under  its  contract  of  insurance  with  Snyder,  but  in  addition 
thereto  the  cause  was  tried  upon  its  merits  under  the  question 
of  suicide  or  homicide;  the  policy  declaring  the  contract  vend 
if  the  insured  died  by  his  own  hand.  The  case  is  very  fully 
stated  in  the  charge  of  the  court  to  the  jury,  from  which  we 
nial<e  the  following  extracts: 

It  is  conceded  to  be  impoisible  that  the  body  comM  have  been 
where  il  was  louiid  through  any  simple  accident  wilhtiut  sonic  cffori 
oi  will  o(  a  Human  cr<'iiturc  There  is  a  ditliculty  wliicii  vfc  will  con- 
sider more  i>nrticubrly  licrcultcr  in  comprthcndinR  how  the  body 
could  have  been  where  it  was  found,  wilhoul  some  other  agency  dian 
that  of  the  dead  person  in  hi*  lifetime.  Tlit  .*tream  had  noi  force 
enough  to  move  il  even  il  the  fall  had  been  in  tlic  water,  bttl  the 
weiRln  of  prolj-ntHlity  is  that  die  fall  was  in  a  dry  pbcc.  and  not  in 
[his  »lia!low  5trcant.  The  body  was  (rnm  twenty  to  iwenty-fi^-e  Icet— 
1  diiiiW  you  will  .tafely  say.  from  ihc  cvrdcnre,  at  lcA%t  tweaty-tvro 
feet— from  the  nearest  point  which  it  could  have  reached  from  the 
bridge. 

....  Now.  genilcmcn,  h  Is  very  unsafe  here  even  to  aiKii*  about 
probaliiHtiirs:  the  most  ini|iTol>nl>le  thjnHS  ari?  sotnctimes  true,  and  the 
most  probable  things  lumclimes  don't  happen:  but  if  7011  go  for  mere 
probabilities,  if  the  murderer  stabbed  this  body  after  death,  it  i«  very 
strange  Uc  did  nut  cut  dcipvr;  il,  on  the  contrary.  lh*r  wounds  were 
uiflicled  chirtcs  life,  either  by  a  mnrdcrer  or  by  a  >uicidc,  there  is  tto 
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difficulty  in  lindinR  just  such  littk  wounds  as  these.  If  a  man  stabs 
hiniicU,  he  will  v«ry  likely  shrink  from  cutting  deep;  ind  ij  a  man 
iOhi  another,  he  must  do  the  best  he  can.  .  .  . 

....  It  is  adtniiteil  that  the  delendani  has  usumed  and  ukcn  on 
itself  the  burden  of  pioving  the  iitmry  to  your  reasonable  iatistaelion, 
iTial  this  man  died  by  his  own  aci  or  liand— in  other  vtitrdt,  that  tlic 
death  was  caused  by  suicide;  and  the  question  or  questions  arc 
whether  the  evidence  is  incuinputibtc  with  the  contention  on  cillier 
side— on  one  that  it  was  suicide,  uid  on  the  other  ude  that  it  was 
murder. 

The  learned  Judge  ihcti  very  impartially  and  exhaustively 
analyzed  the  confidenlial  letter  wtiicli  Snyder  left  addressed 
to  his  son,  and  then  proceeded  to  say: 

It  iit,  for  the  decision  of  this  cae*.  of  no  importance  whether  he 
allerward  conceived  the  idea  of  suicide,  or  entertained  it  when  the 
itisuran<c  was  cilected.  It  is  the  same  thing  in  the  legal  result,  but 
it  is  impoTtant  iliat  we  should  get  at  the  iniih  by  whatever  means, 
because  if  we  get  upon  the  path  by  untruthful  means,  we  get  off  the 
liaclc  and  don't  know  where  we  shall  toac  ourselves,  and  for  that 
reason  I  have  ihoiiglu  it  my  duly  in  this  |)ainfut  case  to  do  justice  to 
ihia  nun's  memory,  for  he  has  an  awful  account  to  settle  of  debts, 
and  in  ihia  rcajicct  1  think  injustice  has  been  done  him,  and  that  there 
ig  not  the  leaM  i^rouinl  to  imiiiite  to  him  an  inlrntion  to  laki-  hii  life 
when  he  made  the  last  of  these  insurances;  bul.  as  I  said  before,  that 
is  not.  I  think,  the  tjiieMion  The  inic  question  is  whether,  after  thai 
last  jiolicy  was  ctTected,  this  man.  considering  the  desperate  condition 
of  his  affairs  if  he  lived,  and  the  favorable  condition  to  his  family  if 
the  insurances  were  received  by  them,  did  not  conceive,  but  meditate 
with  more  or  less  of  resolmion,  the  thought  of  taking  his  own  life. 
If  that  is  made  a  subject  of  serious  inquiry — and  I  think,  gcuilemen, 
that  it  is — if  you  iro  into  probabilities  much  more  probable,  that  when 
this  si  in  pic- hearted  man,  as  I  think  he  aeems  to  have  been,  found 
himself  in  this  vortex  of  difficulties,  not  able  to  look  his  affairs  in  the 
face — when  he  itaw  that  he  had  the  insurance  in  this  large  amount, 
that  tlic  thought  or  temptation,  or  whatever  it  may  lie  cnlled,  may 
haxT  cnme  into  his  mind,  and  that  is  the  tmiutry  which  we  must 
approach  with  candid  and  serious  thougllt. 

Now  here  the  evidence  is  twofold: 

First.  The  letter;  and 

Stfondiy.  The  occurrences  which  immediately  preceded  and  followed 
h.  When  I  .say  immediaiely  preceded.  I  say  immediately  preceded 
the  last  stage  of  it. 

Genilcmrn  of  the  jury,  this  paper  is  not.  independently  of  Its  par- 
licular  contents,  of  gm  extraordinary  kind,  as  f  can  see.  al  all.  I  mean 
to  My  that  there  is  nothing  surprising   in  a  inan'«  leaving  confiden- 
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tial  directions  to  his  only  ion  and  licir,  iix  to  what  ihsM  be  done  after 
he  ia  dead— the  sort  of  dircciions  that  arc  not  to  go  into  a  will.  [  am 
not  now  speaking  of  thin  paper  in  particular,  I  am  only  speaking  of 
the  character  oi  such  ducumciiti.  .  .  .  Now.  there  arc  two  views  of 
ting  p:ipcr  called  a  Ictler  One  is  that  it  was  a  post-mortuary,  con- 
fidential communiciitiun  to  the  aon  and  heir;  the  other,  that  it  was  a 
letter  of  one  conic mp latin g  suicide;  and  there  is  a  tliird  view,  perhaps, 
that  it  wa«  partly  each,  and  that  it  wa«  the  production  of  a  nun  who, 
th<>ug:h  he  cimtem plated  suicide,  wan  irrevitlntc  in  wrilinK  it.  and 
afterward  as  to  cxcctitinK  the  purpose,  fte  ccrtaini}-  speaks  in  this 
paper  of  what  he  was  1"  do  if  he  were  lo  live  and  go  on  in  the 
world.  He  ccitainly  speaks  in  the  other  parts  of  it  tliat  he  was  lo 
go  out  of  the  world  very  Koi>n  with  violence.  It  is.  it  seemK  lo  me. 
a  paper  of  a  nun  who  scciiis  lo  he  vacillating  between  conlcnding 
purpnsK.  .  .  .  Yon  have  looked,  at  my  renoesl,  in  the  early  staRp 
o(  this  cas«,  at  the  signatures  of  ihc  three  Mages  of  this  paper.  It  i*. 
I  think,  both  from  the  contents  of  the  papers  themselves,  and  from 
one  of  the  siKnatiires — there  are  three  phices.  where  it  i«  signed — 
eridcnt  that  thi$  paper  was  written  at  intervals.  When  the  first  Klagc 
of  it  was  penned  nobody  can  conjecture,  except  we  all  know  it  was 
after  the  i.Uh  of  January.  Of  that  fact  there  can  be  no  doubt.  We 
also  know  the  last  ol  it  was  finished  either  on  the  nii;ht  of  the  JMh 
of  February,  or  the  nKirning  of  the  21st. 

The  Court  then  read  to  the  Jury  cxtt^cts  from  tlic  letter 
relating  to  the  question  of  insolveno",  and  about  keeping  tlic 
fire  insuranre  policies  in  force,  and  (hen   said: 

When  he  vrrote  the  first  of  these  three  parts  he  thought  they 
would  keep  the  property  and  i>ay  the  debts  out  of  the  policies.  He, 
in  the  third  stage,  the  third  division  of  the  third  part,  ehangetl  his 
mind,  and  ihinkinff  things  not  likely  to  be  quite  as  favorable  as  he 
thought  al  first,  he  thinks  they  had  better  sell,  and  he  says:  "  Lewis, 
I  think  it  would  be  bett,  if  something  shonld  h.ippcn  with  me",  if  you 
would  get  everything  appraised,  and  sell  ii."  Then  amitn  he  saya: 
"  Lewii,  if  mother  ever  gets  money  of  the  insurance  companies,  if 
she  lives  longer  ihan  I  do,  you  must  lake  care  of  it,  for  she  can't, 
and  don't  let  her  lend  out  unless  you  sec  it."  Tlien,  gentlfmcn.  be 
goes  on:  "  Lewi.*.  I  tcttlod  up  everything  with  L)'un;  he  is  to  pay 
everything  we  owe  over  in  Jersey."  Then  he  describes  his  first  set- 
tlement, and  he  cInscK  up  with  t.ynn  over  again:  "  If  anything  should 
happen  witli  mc — I  hope  it  won't,  but  we  don't  know,  for  hfe  is 
uncertain,  but  death  Is  certain — Lynn  must  pay  everything  vrhat  I 
owe  in  Jersey."  .... 

I  will  now  ask  your  attention  to  the  parts  of  it  which  seem  to 
import,  or  may  be  contended  to  impoTt.  that  he  intended,  or  expected, 
or  contemplated  an  early  and  violent  death. 
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The  heads  of  the  argument  on  this  subject  ire  uvvral.  on«  ihat  in 
which  concealment  is  cnjnincd.  Now,  gvntlemni,  this  t  repeat  is 
unim^uruiiit,  unlcu  it  i>  made  out  there  i*  Aumethiiitl  ■»  voiiccaI. 
Merely  dircaions  to  the  son  that  this  paper  was  nut  to  be  exhibited, 
unless  there  is  sotncthinK  in  it  which  rivci  effect  to  that  direction, 
I  have  mid.  would  be  ilnling  rery  unfairly  witli  whiit  men  leave 
behind  them  for  their  iutnilies.  There  is.  however,  1  observe,  as  I 
shall  read  presently  those  paiU  of  the  letter,  frequent  expressions  of 
apprehension  o(  dealh— early  death.  There  is  also  an  indication  of 
doubt  as  to  gettitig  money  from  the  insurance  eompanic*.  There  is 
also  an  indication  of  an  early  time  of  anlicipalcd  seillenieni  of  depen- 
dencies, but  that  is  fulEy  answered  by  other  passages  which  look  to 
the  future  M  though  he  was  gcinic  to  live. 

The  Court  then  reati  ami  commented  upon  the  Temaining 
portion  of  the  paper  relating  to  apprehensions  of  early  dealli, 
and  to  the  several  insurances  effected  upon  his  life,  and  said: 

Now  there  is  noiliing  iturprising  nr  evil  in  hi«  idling  his  son  that 
he  had  effected  this  insurance,  and  that  the  son  must  get  the  money: 
but  the  manner  in  which  the  anbjcct  is  recurred  to  aftcrwiird  is  impor- 
tant, and  t!ie  passage  1  have  read  is  perhaps  in  one  respect  very 
important,  but  that  it  more  tor  your  consideration  than  for  mine. 
He  refers  to  the  whole  of  the  insurance  as  amouminK  to  $65,000, 
which  he  looks  lo  as  a  fund  for  the  payment  o(  his  debts.  Now  he 
inchides  in  that  $15,000,  as  I  understand  it,  or  $10,000  as  tt  ts  admitted, 
of  insurance  againtt  accidents.  If  he  did  not  contcmpla.ie  n  violent 
death,  would  he  have  reasonably  considered  Ihal  as  a  part  of  the 
available  funds  ol  his  cjtatc?  Would  a  man  who  would  look  to  some- 
thing out  of  the  common  course  as  the  cause  of  death,  speak  of  an 
Inxurancc  against  accidents  in  the  same  category  with  the  insurance 
that  must  be  paid  at  all  events,  and  sum  them  up  &s  one  whole  as  a 
lund  to  pay  his  debts  with?  The  answer  to  it,  however,  is  that  there 
was  enough  wilhout  the  policy  againit  accident.  Bui  is  that  a  satis- 
factory answer?  Don't  it  still  remain  that  whether  there  was  enough 
or  not,  he  looked  upon  it  ai  a  fund  to  come  into  the  hands  of  hi.'v 
executors?  .  .  ,  . 

Now.  that  there  was  an  early  time  for  the  expecte<l  «ettlement  with 
the  insurance:  that  he  bad  an  idea  of  some  dit^cuity  about  it;  that 
he  includes  the  policy  against  accidents  in  the  sura  of  the  insurance 
money,  are  the  points  of  ehiel  importance  bearing  on  (he  question 
whether  he  meditated  suicide,  in  my  opinion. 

In  this  immediate  cnnnrction  I  will  refer  yon  to  \he  interview 
with  his  sister.  Mrs.  Kresgc.  beciuse  if  the  letter  alone  is  sufficient, 
or  if  it  warrants  suspicions,  they  may  be  increased  by  what  passed 
at  the  interview  with  Mrs.  Krcsge,  and  now  certainly  by  the  occuT' 
rcncc  which  followed. 
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....  The  qa«tlion  is,  gentlemen,  whether  anjnhiiig  in  this  iitter- 
Ttcw  imounlcO  to  a  K-avc-takingf  It  has  somcM-hat  llut  tendency, 
appsTcnliy,  bui  wc  might  have  heard  [he  aitkwcr;  lliut  it  is  only  from 
what  we  know  alterward,  a  sort  of  aficr-born  wisdom,  that  nukes 
us  attribute  importance  lo  wliai  may  have  been  a  mere  ordinary 
occurrence;  in  its  importatit  relations  1  cunf(.-:i&  it  has  some  bearing 
upon  ihc  quc&t^on. 

But  nuw,  gentlemen,  lei  us  ccmsider  the  occurrences  which  fol- 
lowed, hccauiic  it  may  be  that  these  occurrences  arc  such  that,  com- 
pared with  the  leltcr  and  with  the  iiilcrvicw  with  Mrs.  Krcsge,  you 
iriay  put  them  together  and  attribule  a  puriiasc  that  no  one  alone 
would  &alisiy  you  in  altnbutinit.  and  all  oi  Ihcm  together  may  remove 
a  doubt  that  you  might  have  oi  to  any  one  in  particular. 

The  occurrences  which  followed  the  letter,  i(  they  form  the  infer- 
ences of  prrmnlitatcd  suicide,  tlicy  certainly  throw  a  great  doubt 
upon  the  question  ol  the  firmness  of  any  such  resolution. 

The  evidence  covering  what  occurred  on  the  day  and  night 
previous  to  his  going  to  New  York  is  next  considered  by  Uie 
Court;  the  settlement  with  Lynn;  the  trip  to  New  York  and 
return;  and  the  alleged  conversations  in  the  cars  with  Worman 
and  Wilson.    Upon  the  Utter  fact  the  Court  says: 

Now,  gentlemen,  nothing  can  be  more  natural  than  that  conversa- 
tion, and  it  was  a  business-like  convciaalion,  which  the  event  verified, 
because  the  omnibus  in  fact  was  not  there  when  he  got  there.  If 
he  meditated  suicide  it  would  have  been  a  great  comfort  to  him  lo 
have  somebody  to  go  home  with  him  to  prevent  it.  From  that  coti- 
veraation.  In  other  words,  if  he  flid,  he  was  irresolute,  and  if  there 
was  any  doubt  about  that,  the  doubt,  I  think,  is  removed  upon  the 
tcKtimony  ol  Mr.  Wilson. 

....  Now.  gentlemen,  this  transaction  indicated,  you  may  think, 
that  if  he  meditated  suicide,  he  would  have  been  very  ichA  for  an 
excuse  tor  not  executing  his  purpose  that  night.  In  other  words, 
ihnt  there  wnn  irresolution  and  no  fixed  purpose,  but  that  he  would 
if  he  found  himself  alone.  No  omnibus,  no  companion,  occurs  to 
the  thought  of  suicide  as  quite  consistent. 

....  Now  where  do  we  next  find  him?  And  here  comes  a  dtl* 
fercnt  part  of  the  case.  You  find  him.  if  you  believe  Mr.  DilUng — 
I  tee  no  reaiion  why  ynu  should  not — wc  6nd  him  lying  on  hU  back 
on  the  foot-path  of  the  Lehigh  bridge,  apiinrenlly  asleep,  at  five 
minutes  before  ten  Billing  would  seem  to  have  been  a  stagnant 
aorl  of  a  person,  but  a  very  goud  mail  apparently. 

The  Cotirt  here  reviewed  the  evidence  of  the  toll-keeper  and 
proceeded  to  say; 
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Here  was  a  man  who  tliuiilO  luvc  l>ccn  at  home,  and  wax  found 
lying  on  his  buck  with,  as  he  .taid,  wounds.  If  these  were  the  wounds 
already  inflicicd.  and  he  had  lain  down  there  to  dii-,  and  got  asleep 
ami  was  likely  tu  lie  fiuien  to  death  with  th«  cold,  how  does  that 
alter  the  aspect  of  tlie  case,  unless  you  believe  that  the  wounds 
had  been  inflicted  by  some  prrsun  who  had  leltf 

Now,  Mr.  Snyder,  the  deceased  pcrion,  if  that  was  the  man  on  the 
bridge,  did  not  make  a  long  stay  cm  the  bridipc.  He  went  his  way 
towards  home,  and  he  said,  "  I  can  yo  home,"  so  Mr.  Oilhng  tells 
us,  but  indepctidvnily  of  that  he  did  what  was  the  same  thing  a« 
sayins  it:  he  went  towards  the  town.  Here  was  then  a  man  who 
after  more  ihnn  half  an  hour,  if  found  in  this  position,  saying  he 
was  stabbed,  moving  towards  home  aiid  not  reaching  home.  How 
docs  this  present  itself  to  your  mind?  How  are  you  goiiiK  to  explain 
it?  Do  yr>ii  Wlicvc  thai  he  had  hecn  wounded  hy  men  who  had 
left  hitn  there?  If  so,  you  will  adopt  tlutt  theory,  if  you  think  it  a 
raliuna!  one.  U  you  believe  what  he  said  about  the  wound*  was 
unltue,  that  is  an  explanation  lli;it  diminishes  the  difhcully.  He  was 
wounded,  as  he  said,  able  to  walk,  to  ko  toward  home,  even  though 
he  might  have  been  frozen  to  death  and  got  to  sleep  alter  the  wound. 
Why  did  he  not  reach  home?    What  vnts,  the  impcdinicnt? 

As  to  the  Bubscquent  witncst^i-^.  I  do  nut  think  that,  in  the  absence 
of  Billing's  testimony,  tlicy  sufficiently  identify  Mr.  Snyder  as  the 
man  who  was  seen,  akhoush  1  would  leave  that  entirely  to  yoit  n-t 
a  matter  of  fact,  but  that  the  testimony  of  Mr  Rilling,  with  thp 
testimony  which  follows  him,  suffices  cniirdy  to  convince  you  that 
Mr.  Snyder,  in  a  state  of  irresolution,  unwilling  to  execute  his  pur- 
pose, hesitated,  not  cuiitent  to  go  home,  nor  with  firmness  enough 
to  take  his  life,  was  rambling  and  luinbltng  about  in  the  dark  at 
night.  II  he  is  the  mnn  referred  to  l>y  the  subsequent  witnesses,  then 
it  is  almost  impossible  not  to  look  back  to  this  letter,  however 
oVKure,  and  not  to  look  back  to  Biltins's  testimony,  not  to  look 
back  (o  his  interview  with  his  sister,  not  to  take  a  painful  view  of  ibis 
occurrence. 

Now,  was  he  seen  aftcrwnrds?  Did  lie  remain  on  that  bridge  with- 
out goinu  home,  or  was  he  dead,  or  soon  after  murdered  hy  one  or 
more  unknown  nu-n?  Why.  gentlemen,  if  DiJlinx's  testimony  is 
tnie,  it  requires  a  (treat  deal  of  self-possession  to  comprehend  how 
this  man  was  not  taking  care  of  himself,  and  why  he  did  not  go  hont«, 
and  so  forth.  .  .  . 

We  come  to  a  later  hour  when  there  is  something  more  like  identi- 
fication. There  is  .%  man  who  was  engaged  in  the  itnc  works,  and 
who  was  walkine  home  after  two  o'clock  at  night. 

The  Court  here  reviewed  the  testimony  of  this  witness,  who 
saw  a  person  rescmblinp  Moiiroc  Snyder  standing  on  the 
bridgie  crossing  Monocacy  Creek,  aiul  then  proceeded  to  say: 
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Now.  gcntlemtn.  I  think  this  is  auflicicnl  idcntitkation  for  u»,  (( 
it  is  lo  be  considcrrd  by  you  (or  what  it  is  winili;  if  Billing  tells  th« 
Irtith,  and.  u»  1  .vai«l,  I  »cc  nu  rmoii  wliy  we  nIiiiuIi)  dLsbctievc  him; 
and  ii  Monro«  Snyder,  as  is  unqimttonable.  ncvrr  got  home  and  a 
man  is  seen  in  this  attitude  whoK  fisufc  resembles  Monroe  Snyder. 

Su.   ihcii,   thi»  man   roamed  sbout  in  the  darkncu  of   tbU 

night  until  utter  two  o'clock.  Was  that  Monroe  Snyder?  Had  he, 
before  or  aflcr  lie  w.n»  wiili  Bilting.  Mabfird  or  attempted  to  stsb 
himself?  Had  he  passed  or  crossed  the  bridge  without  Koing  to 
his  house?  (lad  he  t)iu:(  been  on  the  bridge?  II  so,  there  it  evidence 
tending  strongly  to  prove  that  he  v/a  meditating  suicide;  tliat  he 
was  irresolute ;  Ihnt  he  could  not  bring  himwlf  to  enny  his  purrKise 
into  efl'cGt;  that  for  the  want  of  an  initlrutncnt  to  stab  himself  he 
could  not  stab  deep  enough:  that  il  he  meant  anythinic  else  he  could 
not  execute  his  purpose;  in  short,  he  was  very  irresolute. 

Now,  gentlemen,  it  docs  not  do  to  theorize  about  what  may  have 
occurred.  II  we  can  find  any  other  rulional  view  of  the  case,  it  would 
be  very  irrational  tu  suy  that  he  had  been  all  this  lime  medi- 
tating suicide.  He  nevL'rihelcss  might  have  Iwrcn  afterward  murdered 
and  tlirown  over,  hut  if  you  can  finii  any  other  way  of  reconciling 
evidence,  as  I  said  before,  probabifilies  arc  nut  facts.  If  he  was  the 
same  man.  as  the  drfcnse  alleges,  thus  roaming  about,  he  certainty 
had  not  courage  enough  to  execute  his  purpose;  however,  you  may 
believe  he  meditated  it.  If  you  believe  that  he  meditated  suicide,  whether 
he  formed  that  resolution  after  the  cars  had  been  detained  at  Easion, 
or  had  formed  it  a!  long  as  forty-eight  hours  when  he  was  con- 
versing with  Mrs.  Krcsge,  some  earlier  time,  when  he  was  writtng 
Ibis  paper  for  his  son;  I  say.  if  you  find  that  he  meditated  suicide, 
then  1  would  advise  you  to  attribute  hii  dcnib  to  the  purpose  he  had 
formed,  if  you  can  rcconcik  the  way  the  body  wns  found  with  suicide. 
Hut  observe,  you  must  he  convinced  that  he  meditated  suicide,  and 
that  the  position  of  the  body  was  consistent  with  the  commission  of 
suicide-  If  on  the  contrary,  gentlemen,  you  dimbt  his  identification 
by  Billing;  if  you  disregard  this  loose  identilication  which  followed; 
if  you  think  the  writing,  and  the  interview  with  Mrs.  Krcsgc  can  be 
reconciled  with  a  more  natural  and  more  innocent  pur]>ose.  why  then 
there  is  no  trouble  in  your  verdict:  but  supposing  that  you  cannot 
get  over  these  things:  suppntttng  that  he  meditated  suicide;  then  let 
us  recur  to  the  crisis:  how  did  the  body  get  where  it  was  found? 
Could  it  have  reached  the  position  where  il  was  found  without  some 
other  human  agency  than  that  of  the  deceased  man  himself? 

You  have  heard  the  arguments  there  arc  about  the  idea.  You 
have  perceived  already  that  for  a  murderer  to  throw  a  man  over. 
intending  to  kill  him.  from  thnt  height,  is  by  no  means  an  impossi- 
bility. That  a  man.  himself,  should  form  that  idea,  intending  to  com- 
mit suicide,  deserves  some  consideration.  If  he  happened  lo  fall  on 
liis  bead,  it  would  do  very  completely.    It  is  for  you  to  say  whether 
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tliere  would  not  be  more  than  ib&t  blood  on  the  hai,  and  whether  his 
skull  would  not  br  dashed  to  picei^s:  bin  he  mi([ht  not  have  (alien  on 
his  head,  Mixht  he  not  at  least  have  broken  hit  arms  or  Iciii'  and 
saved  his  U(c  and  not  been  killed  by  it?  Did  he  choose  thai  mode 
of  denih.  ihcreforc,  if  he  wanted  to  commit  Kuicidc?  The  (act  is 
evident,  [he  body  was  found,  bul  is  it  found  where  it  would  have 
been  consistent  with  such  a  purpose?  And  if  yow  find  the  purpose 
executed  you  might  xcl  over  the  ditHcutty:  but  li  you  lind  thai  the 
tKKly  could  not  be  where  it  wax  without  Mome  other  hmnan  agency 
Aan  his  owm.  have  the  defendants  succeeded  in  proving  suicide? 
The  burden  o(  proof  is  on  them,  [  don't  bring  it  beyond  any  unmanly 
doubt:   I  mean  within  n  reasonable  ground. 

IF  you  think  that  that  man  could  have  Kot  to  the  place  where  his 
body  was  found,  without  some  other  human  agency,  then  your  verdict 
should  be,  I  think,  for  the  defendant. 

If  you  find  from  the  evidence  that  he  mcdiuied  micide — I  don't 
say  that  as  a  matter  of  law.  but  as  a  rational  conclusion  from  the 
evidence;  or  if  you  find  th«  contrary  (and  I  don't  know  how  far  a 
man  of  fifty  can  jump,  but  I  believe  nine  feet  is  a  pretty  good  jump; 
we  younjj  men  tliirk  thirteen  feet  a  pretty  good  long  one) — you  can 
take  into  cuiisidcrution.  thene  measures;  but  as  far  aa  a  man  could 
jump,  he  would  fall  much  short  of  it.  There  wnuld  be  a  curve  inward 
before  he  could  get  to  the  ground,  and  if  you  think  he  could  have  got, 
by  hi*  own  jump,  more  than  six  feet,  then  his  body  was  found  twenty 
odd  feet  from  the  bridge,  as  I  understand  the  evidence.  Could  he 
have  got  there?  If  you  think,  further,  that  ht  could  not  have  been 
where  he  was  found  without  some  other  human  agency,  then  it 
would  be  forcing  things  to  say  that  he  committed  suicide  and  murder 
both,  or  that  he  attempted  suicide  and  was  afterward  murdered  and 
dragged  to  the  place  where  he  was  found.  These  arc  fancies  which 
you  will  hardly  entertain. 

Tlie  learned  judge  commences  and  closes  that  portion  of  his 
very  able  charge  to  the  Jtiry  which  loiiches  the  question 
whether  Snyder  committed  suicide  or  was  murdered,  with 
directing-  attention  to  the  difficulty  of  coiiiprehcnding  bow  the 
body  coiJd  have  been  where  it  was  found,  witliout  some  other 
htiman  agency  than  that  of  the  dead  person  during  his  life- 
time. The  Cmrt  thinks  that  if  Snyder  could  have  got  to  the 
plate  where  his  body  was  found,  Tvilhovt  smne  of/irr  human 
agency,  thai  the  verdict  shctdd  be  for  the  defendant"  In  the 
mind  of  the  Court,  tlic  whole  question  resolves  itself  into  a 
solution  of  this  difficulty.  Everything  else  points,  by  infer- 
ence, unmistakably  to  suicide.  "  But,"  says  the  Court.  "  as  a 
rational  conclusion  from  the  evidence,"  a  jump  of  twenty  odd 
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fret  from  tlw  bridge  into  tlie  stream  beneath,  is  too  much  ol 
a  jump  for  hiniiaii  crediilit>'. 

"  I'or  a  nuirdcrer  to  tlirow  a  man  over,  intending  to  kill  him, 
from  that  height,  is  by  no  means  an  impossibility,"  says  the 
Court,  but  his  Honor  do«s  not  say  that  it  is  or  is  not  an  impos- 
sibility for  a  nnirdcrcT  to  seize  his  struEgling  victim  and  throw 
him  at  amiVlengOi  to  such  a  distance  from  the  bridge.  The 
Court  thinks  "  ifiirteen  feet  a  pretty  good  hmg  jump  " — cjuite 
too  heavy  a  strain  to  place  upon  the  legs  of  a  man  of  fifty. 
But  there  appears  to  be  no  limit  placcil  upon  the  distance  to 
which  a  man  may  be  thrown  by  a  murderer.  The  body  was 
found  twenty  odd  feet  (rnm  the  bridge  exclusive  o(  tlie  "  curve 
inward."  The  doughty  Snyder  was  no  infant  to  be  tossed, 
unresistingly,  in  such  a  manner.  Ordinarily,  it  would  be 
regarded  as  hardly  within  the  bounds  of  posslbihty  for  a  mur- 
derer to  throw  his  victim  to  such  a  distance. 

At  the  time  of  the  occurrence  there  was  no  evidence  tending 
to  show  that  Snyder  cither  was  thrown  olT  from  the  top  of  the 
bridge,  or  threw  himself  off.  There  were  no  bruises  or  marks 
upon  his  person  indicating  such  a  thing,  marks  that  would  have 
existed  equally  in  cither  event.  As  for  the  distance  the  body 
lay  from  the  bridge,  that,  of  itself,  did  not  conclusively  prove 
anything;  for  it  was  known  that  water  had  been  let  into  the 
stream,  early  that  morning,  from  the  dam  above,  in  sufficient 
volume  to  have  moved  the  body  several  feet.  The  body  must 
have  been  moved  by  the  force  of  the  water  flowing  down  the 
stream.  But  wbcUier  it  was  thus  moved  or  not  is  immaterial, 
90  far  as  falling  from  the  top  of  the  bridge  upon  the  stony  bed 
of  the  stream  below  is  concerned.  His  body  never  was  sub- 
jected to  such  a  fall. 

Of  course  the  jury  "jumped"  to  a  verdict  tor  the  plaintiff. 


JACOB  C.  WALUS. 

That  any  person,  sane  or  insane,  should  deliberately  contem- 
plate and  plan  self-destruction  for  the  purpose  of  beneGting 
others,  and  that  such  suicidal  act  should  Iw  the  outgrowth  of  a 
cunningly  devised  scheme  tv  deceive  ami  defraud,  seems  in- 
credible; yet  it  is  a  proceflurc  by  no  means  uncommon  in  the 
experience  of  life  insurance  companies.    The  investigation  of 
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such  cases  is  usually  attended  with  many  obstacles-  To  the 
credit  of  human  nature,  it  is  found  that  there  is  a.  univcrsa! 
unwHIlingncss  to  accept  evidence  of  setf-slaiightpr — even  in  the 
absence  uf  any  robulling  testimony — and  the  popular  impulse 
IB  in  full  accord  with  the  presumption  of  law  upon  thai  point. 
It  is  lo  he  expected,  under  such  conrlitioiis.  that  Oic  hastily 
conducted  iiiquiiilioiis  of  coroners  tend  to  rnnclusions  and 
verdicts  more  in  harmony  with  sentiment  than  with  truth. 
Especially  h  this  apt  to  be  the  case  when  the  preparations 
which  the  suicide  has  carefully  made  for  the  accomplishment 
of  his  purpose  apparently  indicate  homicide  or  an  accident. 
It  was  therefore  quite  natural  that  a  jury  composed  of  "  good 
and  true"  citizens,  charged  diligently  to  inquire  how  and  in 
what  manner  Jacob  C.  Wallis,  late  of  Johnson  County,  Mis- 
souri, came  to  his  death,  should  find  that  "his  death  was 
caused  by  an  unknown  assassin  or  assassins,  on  the  32d  day  of 
September,  1873."  It  appeare<l  in  evidence  that  Mr.  Wallis,  a 
farmer  who  bore  a  goo<l  character  among  his  neighbors,  left 
his  house  at  about  one  P.  M.  on  the  day  of  his  death,  for  the 
alleged  purpose  of  visiting  a  neighboring  fanner  and  creditor, 
Mr.  Quick,  to  pay  the  sum  of  $8a  He  was  last  seen  alive  as 
he  started  off  on  this  errand,  traveling  on  horseback  in  the 
direction  of  Mr.  Quick's  residence;  and  nothing  definite  is 
known  of  him  afterwards  until  about  four  hours  later,  when 
his  dead  body  was  discovered  by  his  daughter  Maggie.  The 
pri  saw  her  father  leave  tlie  house  and  beard  him  say  where 
he  was  going.  Late  in  the  afternoon,  as  was  her  custom,  she 
started  for  the  purpose  of  finding  the  cows.  As  she  was  going 
towards  the  edge  of  ihc  woods  she  met  licr  father's  horse  with 
bridlc-rcin  dragging,  and  the  ring  upon  the  right-hand  side  of 
the  bit  broken.  She  at  once  mounted  the  horse  and  rode  home, 
and  learning  that  her  father  was  not  there,  she  rode  back  to 
the  place  where  she  had  found  the  horse  loose.  She  then  con- 
tinued along  the  road  in  the  direction  of  Mr.  Quick's  house, 
when  she  noticed  some  papers  scattered  by  the  roadside.  She 
dismounted  to  see  what  they  were,  and  found  papers  and 
envelopes  with  her  father's  name  wTittcn  upon  them,  and  also 
found  her  father's  pnckrthook,  which  was  "stretched  out  in 
the  road,  with  no  money  in  it,  but  some  papers."    LookingT 
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around,  she  saw  lier  father  lying  dead  in  the  bushes,  and  she 
inmiediately  relumed  home  to  make  known  what  had  liappencd. 
In  a  little  while  seveml  neighbors  had  responded  to  the  alarm, 
anuing  whom  were  two  physicians.  It  was  in  evidence  that 
the  death  was  caused  by  a  gunshot  wound  involving  l)oth 
lungs  ami  the  hrart,  and  that  the  jiistol  with  which  the  wound 
was  inflicted  lay  forty-five  feet  distant  from  the  body.  The 
pistol  was  not  recognizal  by  any  nicmbcr  of  the  family  of 
deceased,  and  no  one  hat!  ever  seen  it  in  the  possession  of  Mr. 
Wallis.  Subsequently  it  was  identified  by  a  gentleman  who 
testified  that  he  accidentally  lost  it  on  a  road  in  the  vicinity, 
some  lime  during  the  winter  of  1870-7  [,  and  had  known  noth- 
ing of  it  since.  The  several  members  of  Mr.  Wallis's  family 
were  able  to  testify  that  they  knew  of  the  purpose  of  the  con- 
templated visit  to  Mr.  Quick,  but  tlicy  did  not  know,  of  their 
Own  knowledge,  tlial  Wallis  had  any  money  upon  his  person 
at  the  time  of  his  leaving  home.  Mr.  Quick  was  at  home  all 
that  day.  He  was  not  looking  for  the  deceased  to  visit  hitn 
at  that  time,  but  liad  been  promised  payment  of  the  debt  owing 
to  him  by  Wallis,  without  any  definite  time  being  fixed  For 
payment. 

The  several  sons  of  Mr.  Wallis  had  heard  their  father  speak 
of  being  apprehensive  of  assauh,  and  at  tlie  incjuest  an  ill' 
defined  su.s]jicion  seemed  to  rest  upon  a  certain  Bone  family 
in  connection  with  the  tragedy.  The  reason  for  this  suspicion 
was  substantially  as  follows: 

Some  time  before,  Mr.  Wallis  had  purchased  judgments 
which  had  been  obtained  against  the  several  tracts  of  land 
belonging  to  a  family  by  the  name  of  Rone,  consisting  of  a 
father  and  his  grown-up  sons  and  sons-in-law.  The  Bones 
resisted,  and  litigation  ensued.  Wallis  was  successful  in  the 
courts,  thereby  acquiring  legal  possession  of  the  land,  together 
with  the  bitter  hatred  of  the  Bones,  Wallis's  counsel  advised 
him  to  deed  back  one  piece  of  land  of  eighty  acres  on  which  a 
sister  of  the  Bones  was  living,  conditioned  upon  all  the  other 
Bones  peaceably  retiring  from  the  rest  of  the  property.  The 
deed  was  given  and  the  condition  complied  with.  One  day, 
however,  two  of  the  younger  Bones  went  into  the  office  nf  Mr. 
Wallis's  counsel  at  a  time  when  Wallis  was  present,  and  threat- 
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encd  vengeance  upon  both  attorney  and  client.  That  they 
were  capable  uE  executing  it  in  some  <owar<lly  manner,  no  one 
sccnieil  to  doubt.  'Jliey  had  always  been  regarded  as  desperate 
characters.  Tlniy  were  border  niflians  in  the  Kansas  free  state 
warfare,  were  Quanirell  men  at  a  later  day,  and  were  imcom- 
proniising  rebels  during  the  lale  war.  Wallis  was  known  to 
have  expressed  himself  as  being  in  fear  of  death  at  their  hands, 
and  with  sunic  show  uf  reason. 

Although  ihcrc  was  well-grounded  suspicion,  it  does  not 
appear  (hat  any  ste}>s  were  taken  at  the  time  of  the  inquest  to 
ascertain  the  whereabouts  of  the  several  members  of  the  Bone 
family  on  the  afternoon  of  Mr.  Wallis's  death,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  taking  the  evidence  of  a  son-in-law  of  old  Bone.  Noth- 
ing of  importance  was  learned  from  his  testimony  other  than 
thai  he  clearly  proved  an  alibi  for  himself. 

That  a  homicide  had  hccn  committed,  no  one  douf)te<t  The 
examining  physicians  statcci  in  evidence  that,  in  their  opinion, 
a  man  could  not  throw  a  pistol  forty-five  feet,  nor  could  he 
walk  a  distance  of  forty-five  feet  after  receiving  such  a  gunshot 
wound  of  the  heart. 

The  general  facts  of  the  case,  as  above  related,  were  f|uickly 
brought  to  the  knowlctlgc  of  certain  life  and  accident  insurance 
companies,  and  an  investigation  concerning  them  ensued.  It 
was  found  tliat  shortly  before  his  death  Mr.  Wallis  had  sought 
and  obtained  a  considerable  sum  of  insurance — an  amount 
quite  disproportionate  to  his  means  for  carrying  it.  It  was 
further  ascertained  and  established,  beyond  question,  that  no 
member  of  the  Bone  family  had  any  guilty  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Wallis's  death.  The  affidavits  of  good  citizens  of  unimpeach- 
able reputation  for  truth  and  veracity  showed  conclusively 
where  each  and  every  member  of  that  family  was  during  the 
afternoon  of  the  day  in  question.  So  the  story  of  bloody 
retaliation,  vengeance,  and  murder  was  shorn  of  that  portion  of 
its  romance  which  otherwise  would  cling  to  the  skeleton  of  the 
Bones. 

It  was  also  learned  that  the  inquest,  though  honestly  and 
fairly  conducted,  so  far  as  it  went,  had  been  hurried  through 
with  charactt-ristic  haste,  and  that  the  evidence  was  conspicu- 
ously and  materially  defective  through  the  absence  of  some  of 


SM 


suraoE 


the  most  important  witnesses.  Then,  again,  it  was  found  tliat 
the  mcilical  evidence  had  not  l>ccn  clearly  understuod.  The 
physicians  who  testified  did  not  intend  to  say  that  the  wound 
which  Mr.  Wallis  sustained  was  of  such  a  nature  as  to  have 
been  instantly  fatal,  nor  immediately  overpowering  to  his 
senses.  This  feature  of  tlic  case  was  all-important  for  the  eluci- 
dation of  the  whole  truth.  If  Mr.  Wallis  died  of  wounds  which 
were  of  sucli  a  nature  as  to  have  rendered  it  iniposiible  for  him 
to  have  afterwards  plated  llie  pistol  fortj-five  feet  distant,  then 
the  shooting  was  the  act  of  some  other  human  agency  than 
his  own. 

Upon  a  full  and  careful  examination  into  the  location  and 
character  of  the  wound,  it  was  found  that  the  bullet  entered  tJie 
left  side  of  the  chest,  between  the  fifth  and  sixth  ribs,  wounded 
the  corresponding  lung,  passed  through  both  ventricles  of  the 
heart,  and  entered  the  right  lung,  where  it  lodged.  The  wound 
was  inflicted  with  a  small  conoid  bullet  of  about  the  diameter 
of  a  buckshot.  There  does  not  appear  to  have  been  any  injury 
to  the  nervous  system  other  than  such  as  may  have  been 
attendant  upon  the  shock,  while  that  of  itself,  from  the  nature 
of  the  parts  involved,  was  not  necessarily  overpowering.  From 
appearances,  disclosed  at  the  autopsy,  it  was  evident  he  had 
died  from  loss  of  blood,  the  hemorrhage  having  been  profuse 
internally.  It  vras  apparent  that  the  wound  was  a  mortal  one, 
but  that  it  was  one  instantaneously  fatal  was  not  so  clear. 
With  such  a  wound  he  would  not  imiiiediately  lose  his  senses, 
nor  would  he  suffer  toss  of  voluntary  muscular  power  until 
faint  from  loss  of  blood.  Such  a  condition  would  rapidly 
ensue,  but  first  he  would  have  several  seconds,  at  least,  and  not 
unlikely  more  than  a  minute.  The  popular  notion  that  wounds 
of  the  heart  are  instantly  fatal  is  altogether  erroneous,  and  not 
supported  by  facts. 

In  the  evidence  before  the  coroner,  the  last  persons  who  saw 
Mr.  Wallis  alive  were  the  members  of  his  own  family.  It  was 
known  that  he  had  been  particularly  observed  by  a  young  man 
who,  at  the  time,  was  in  front  of  a  Mr.  Pembcrton's  house 
when  Mr.  Wallis  rode  past  Singularly  enough,  this  higlily 
important  witness,  the  last  man  who  saw  him  living  and  the 
first  man  who  saw  his  dead  body,  was  not  called  to  give  his 
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evidence  at  the  inquest    This  witness,  a  man  of  undoubted 
veracity  and  integrity,  made  the  following  statement: 

[  wan  at  wiirV  at  Mr,  Pcmbcrton's  the  day  Mr,  Wallis  was  killed, 
and  about  one  V.  M,  I  saw  Mr.  Wallis  ridv  past  the  house.  itoiriR 
t»wanl3  Mr.  Quick's,  and  saw  liim  enter  the  timber  only  n  short 
distance  below  Mr.  Pembcrlon's  hoiwe.  I  wa«  then  laddliiiK  a  liorsc 
for  Mi»«  Nora  Pwnberton  to  ride  down  to  Grant  viltaR*,  some  five 
or  six  miles  distant,  in  the  direction  of  and  pail  Mr.  Quick's  house. 
In  n  (ew  mami'nis  I  acslntcd  Nora  on  her  horse,  when  she.  too, 
went  down  the  road— the  same  road  thai  Mr.  Wallis  had  gone  a  few 
momenis  before,  Mr.  Pembcrton  and  I  ihcii  went  to  work.  I  am 
positive  no  one  else  rode  or  prmed  on  that  road  from  the  lime  that 
Mr.  Wallis  passed  to  the  time  that  Nora  followed  him.  About  five 
P.  M.  the  same  day,  Maggie  Walhs  came  to  Mr.  Pembcrion's  and 
told  Uim  and  mc  ihai  she  had  found  her  father  down  in  the  wood, 
and  he  was  dead.  Mr.  Pcnitirnnn  and  I  drove  down  to  where  the 
body  was  lying,  as  soon  as  we  possibly  cnuld.  I  got  out  o( 
the  waKon  and  Mr.  Pemhcrton  held  the  horses.  The  body  was  in 
sight  of,  and  atMut  twenty-five  feet  from  the  road,  in  a  clump  of 
bushes.  I  went  to  it  and  found  it  to  be  Jacob  C.  Wallit,  lying  on 
his  back,  his  (ace  turned  a  little  to  the  left,  and  his  hat  was  lying 
two  or  three  feet  distant  from  hi*  head.  His  right  arm  wan  rather 
around  a  jm.ill  clump  of  bushes.  The  body  was  lying  across  a  narrow 
itnck  t>uih  leading  from  tlic  road  into  the  biiKhc.t.  The  tofi  arm  was 
by  his  side,  with  the  hand  upon  the  chest.  His  face  was  getting 
purpli:,  and  my  first  impression  was,  on  that  account,  he  lud  been 
beaten  to  death.  I  saw  no  blood,  nor  any  evidence  ol  there  having 
1>cen  any  strug'gle,  except  hi«  vest  was  torn  on  the  left  side  near  the 
seam,  from  the  liottom  upward  to  near  the  arm-hole.  The  ground 
showed  no  sign  ot  thvrr  having  been  any  struggle,  I  looked  for  this, 
but  saw  none.  1  remained  by  the  body  until  others  cume,  TIic  body 
was  still  warm  when  I  got  there.  I  opened  the  coat  and  then  saw 
the  rent  in  the  vcjct  .tnd  that  the  shirt  wait  bloody.  In  a  few  moments 
afterwards  I,  with  others,  began  to  look  for  signs  by  which  Mjme 
clue  could  Ijc  obtained,  i(  possible,  to  di-lect  wito  committed  the  deed. 
We  looked  carefully  and  examined  the  ground  closely,  and  could 
find  no  evidence  ol  there  having  been  any  struggle  in  the  vicinity. 
We  found  in  the  road,  below  or  beyond  the  body,  the  tracks  o! 
horses — two  horses  going  from  and  two  coming  towards  and  to  the 
place  in  the  road  opposite  where  the  body  was  lying.  We  cuuld 
not  trace  the  tracks  farther  on  this  side  of  the  body,  for  by  this 
lime  there  had  been  several  hor.Hca  and  one  leant  (Pembcrtnn's)  down 
ilic  road.  There  was  no  appearance  showing  that  the  body  had  been 
dragged  from  the  road  to  the  spot  where  it  lay.  There  were  so 
many  leaves  on  the  ground,  they  would  have  shovra  it.  I  saw  nothing 
io  show  that  that  there  bad  been  any  persons  walking  and  carrying 
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a  heavy  burrlcn.  and  I  tliink  iltt  Iravre  would  have  been  apt  to  show 
this  also  if  it  had  bccit  done.  There  had  been  a  slisht  shower  of 
ruin  the  night  bftorr.  anil  ihc  mad  vrht  a  Utile  Mitt,  io  we  could 
Bfc  all  the  tracks  vn  the  road  plainly  There  was  ro  mad  on  the 
cluihcs  of  the  decerned,  not  even  un  hi&  boots. 

Another  person  says: 

I  think  I  wa«  the  third  man  that  arrived  at  the  biwly.  I.  with 
others,  looked  for  siRns  of  a  struggle,  but  saw  none  whalcve-r  except 
llic  lorn  vest  and  ihc  buttons  lictng  lorn  off  the  iihirt-ci>llar  and  aliirt- 
busom.  The  oat  showed  marks  of  the  pistol  having  been  plaeed 
■gaunst  it  when  fired,  !or  tlie  cloth  wa>  singed,  and  about  the  bullet- 
holc  were  powder-marks  also.  I  examined  the  road  beyond  where 
the  body  lay  to  «ce  how  many  tracks  we  could  discover.  We  found 
only  four;  two  coming  and  two  going.  We  could  easily  determine 
this,  for  it  had  rained  the  night  before  and  the  ground  was  soft.  We 
could  see  no  signs  of  the  body  having  been  drugged  or  carried  from 
the  road  to  where  it  was  fitund  dead  There  was  no  mud  on  the 
clothing  or  houis  nf  deceased.  The  expression  of  (ace  was  calm  and 
showed  no  sign  of  deceased  having  been  engaged  in  mortal  cotnbat 
His  face  looked  as  though  he  was  sleeping. 

All  of  the  Others  who  visite<i  the  spot  where  the  body  lay 
corroborated  the  foregoing  statements  so  far  as  their  observa- 
tions extended. 

Miss  N'oira  Pemberlon.  the  young  lady  alluded  to.  makes  the 
following  statement: 

I  left  home  about  twenty  or  thirty  minutes  past  one  P.  M.  of  the 
day  Mr.  Wallis  was  killed.  While  I  was  in  the  house  preparing  for 
the  ride,  I  was  told  to  hurry  and  1  would  have  company.  1  did  not 
then  know  who  was  spoken  of  when  told  I  could  have  company. 
and  I  did  not  ask.  I  r"d«  to  Grant  village,  about  live  mileit  distant 
from  our  house.  The  road  goes  by  Mr.  Quick's  house.  Father  lives 
on  the  road  leading  from  Mr.  Jacob  Watlis's  to  Mr.  Quick's.  As 
toon  as  I  staned  I  saw  a  horse  track  in  the  road,  as  it  was  a  little 
muddy  There  was  only  one  track.  I  am  positive  of  that,  for  1 
noticed  it  particularly  and  wondered  at  the  time  who  it  could  be 
ahead  of  me.  going  in  the  same  direction,  as  the  tr^ck  was  leading 
that  way.  The  same  track  I  saw  where  I  first  started  t  continued  to 
see  for  half  a  mile  or  more  past  where  Mr.  Wallis  was  afterwards 
found  dead,  and  iinlil  I  jilrutk  into  another  road  at  a  place  where 
the  road  forks.  1  rode  past  Mr.  Quick's  and  on  to  the  place  where 
I  was  going,  and  $aw  nothing  of  Mr.  Wallis  that  day.  Retiiminf[. 
I  reached  home  about  4-30  P.  hi.,  and  passed  by  the  place  in  the 
road  where  Maggie  Walliit  afterward*  found  the  letters  and  paprrs, 
opposite   where   Mr.   Walhs's   body   was   found.    I   &iu  pwaitivc  the 
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papers  wvre  not  in  the  road  when  I  |>ai!icd  there,  for  if  ihcy  had 
b<«n  and  I  had  not  seen  them,  my  horsi-  certainly  wntild  hnvc  ti'me 
SO.  as  he  was  skittish  and  wtiultl  Kcarc  ciuitly,  and  while  (laper  lying 
in  the  roa.d  will  always  scare  him.  That  would  have  drawn  my 
attention  to  thctn.  I  know  tlicy  could  nut  have  been  there  when  I 
passed. 

It  appears  by  the  evidence  of  these  witnesses,  in  common 
with  that  of  Maggie  WallJs,  that  Mr.  Walhs  entered  the  wood 
shortly  after  one  P.  M.;  that  no  one  had  prcccdeil  him  on 
horseback  that  <Iay,  as  the  tracks  in  the  road  distinctly  proved; 
that  Ni>ra  Pcmbcrton  followed  immediately  afterwards  over  the 
same  road  and  past  the  place  where  liis  dead  body  was  found, 
and  reluming  home  she  again  passctl  this  spot  a  hitle  earHer 
than  half-past  fotir  o'clock;  that  Maggie  in  about  half  an  hour 
afterwards  discovered  the  hotly  and  called  ass^istance.  To  all 
appearances.  Wallis  iiad  been  dead  but  a  few  moments  when 
the  parties  arrived  where  the  body  lay.  It  further  appears  that 
Walli.s  rode  past  this  ajjot  when  he  went  towards  Mr.  Quick's; 
that  he  did  not  keep  in  the  road  leading  to  Mr.  Quick's,  but 
turned  otf  at  the  fork;  and  that  the  tracks  of  two  horses  going 
from  and  of  two  horses  coming  towards  the  place  where  the 
body  was  fotmd.  were  the  tracks  of  the  horses  ridden  by  Wallia 
and  Nora  Pcmbcrton.  There  were  no  lootprints  of  any  other 
horses. 

The  evidence  further  shows  that  Mr.  Wallis  left  home  to  go 
directly  to  the  house  of  Mr.  Quick;  that  he  never  reached  his 
destination;  and  that  he  was  not  lying  dead  by  the  roadside 
when  Nora  I'emberton  passed  the  spot  at  lour  o'clock,  or  later. 
Where  was  he,  and  what  was  he  doing,  during  those  three 
hours?  Probably  the  myster>-  never  will  be  wholly  cleared  up, 
but  wc  know  that  he  was  not  in  pursuit  of  the  business  upon 
which  he  said  he  was  going. 

At  a  distance  of  not  more  than  ciglity  rods  from  where  the 
shooting  occurred,  a  man  and  his  son  were  at  work  qiiarr)nng 
rock.  The  son  heard  a  shot  fired  at  about  five  o'clock,  anrl 
called  his  father's  attention  to  the  fact  at  the  time,  sajnng  that 
somebody  was  hunting  in  tlie  woods.  'ITie  father  did  not  bear 
tile  firing,  as  he  was  down  in  a  stone-pit  at  the  time.  Tlicy 
both  heard  the  bcU  of  Mr.  Waliis's  cow  at  the  same  time,  in  the 
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same  woods.  They  both  are  positive  that  tliey  could  and 
would  have  heard  shouts  or  calls  for  hell)  'f  ^f""-  Wallis  had 
made  any.  The  shot  heard  by  the  young  man  was,  undoubt- 
edly, ihc  one  which  caused  Mr.  Wallis's  death,  and  this  evi- 
dence fixes  tlie  time  o(  shooting  at  a  few  minutes  prior  to  the 
discovery  of  tlie  body  by  Maggie. 

Mr.  Wall  is  knew  that  Maggie  would  be  there  very  soon  (or 
the  cows,  and  it  was  learned  that  he  had  expressed  a  hope 
that  his  body  would  be  quickly  found  if  anything  should  happen 
to  him  in  the  woo*!.^.  Instances  had  occurred  in  that  vicinity, 
wiicrein  persons,  lying  insensible  in  the  woods,  had  been  muti- 
lalcfi  by  liogs;  and  that  Wallis  was  apprehensive  of  such  muti- 
lation of  his  Inxly  was  evident  from  his  expression  of  such 
fears  to  his  family  and  to  otiicrs.  If  it  should  so  happen  that 
Maggie  did  not  come  for  the  cows  at  the  usual  time,  Mr. 
Waliis  well  knew  that  the  old  marc,  which  he  rode,  would  go 
home  to  its  nursing  colt,  when  he  would  be  missed  and  a 
search  quickly  instituted.  The  marks  of  highway  robbery, 
which  were  scattered  so  conspicuously  in  the  road  near  where 
the  body  lay.  serve<l  also  to  arrest  attention  to  the  body  itself. 
If  this  was  the  work  of  an  assassin,  it  certainly  was  very  effec- 
tual in  Icaciing  to  the  prompt  finding  of  the  munlcrcd  man. 
Had  the  murderer  left  his  victim  at  some  spot  in  tlie  woods 
less  open  to  public  view,  it  is  certain  that  the  body  would  have 
been  mutilated,  if  not  devoured,  by  the  hogs  with  which  the 
woods  were  filled.  On  the  other  hand,  by  placing  the  body  in 
the  bushes,  within  full  view  from  the  road,  it  was  saved  from 
the  mutilation  which  Wallis  had  stood  in  fear  of,  and  the 
evidences  of  nmrdcr  were  thereby  rctahied. 

The  rifled  pocketbook,  the  papers  and  the  envelopes  which 
were  thrown  loosely  about  the  roadside,  thus  served  the  double 
purpose  of  pointing  out  where  the  body  lay,  and  suggesting 
highway  robbery.  In  one  of  these  envelopes  Mr.  Wallis  was 
supposed  to  have  placed  the  money  which  he  was  carrying  to 
Mr.  Quick.  He  liad  called  his  wife's  attention  to  a  roll  of 
bank-bills  a  little  while  before  he  left  the  house;  and  he  was 
seen  to  place  the  letters  and  envelopes  in  the  inside  breast- 
pocket of  his  coat.  Certain  facts  in  connection  witli  this  go 
to  prove  that  if  there  was  a  robbery  it  took  place  prior  to  the 
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shooting.  The  fatal  shot  was  fired  directly  through  this  breast- 
pocket u'itJiout  hanii  to  its  contents.  The  siiiall  bullet  per- 
forated its  very  central  portion,  and  not  a  paper  tliercin  could 
have  escaped  it  It  is  thus  shown,  concUisively.  that  the  pocket 
wherein  the  letters  and  envelopes  were  carried  had  been 
cm|}tied  prior  to  the  shooting.  If  robbed  at  all,  he  was  first 
robbed,  then  murdered. 

This  leads  to  a  consideration  of  the  eviitences  of  a  struggle 
and  mortal  combaL  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  iron 
bridle-ring  was  broken,  from  which  fact  it  was  inferred  that 
Wallis  bad  been  dragged  forcibly  from  !iis  horse.  His  .shirt 
bosom  and  collar  were  found  torn  open,  the  buttons  being  miss- 
ing, and  his  vest  was  torn  along  the  seam  on  the  left  side,  from 
the  bottom  to  near  the  ami-hole.  All  these,  if  occasioned  by  a 
struggle  with  an  assassin,  indicate  a  prolo»ged  siriiggte.  I'his 
condition  would  lead  us  to  expect  other  visible  signs  of  assault 
and  violence,  but  upon  the  evidence  of  the  examining  physi- 
cians, there  were  none  whatever.  When  they  first  saw  llie  body 
it  had  not  been  disturbed,  but  lay  upon  the  ground  as  when 
first  discovered.  Tlie  lace  was  placid,  and  upon  a  careful 
inspection  they  found  absolutely  no  mark  of  violence  upon  the 
person  of  the  deceased,  other  than  the  bullet  wound.  Not  a 
scratch,  nor  a  bruise,  nor  a  finger-mark  upon  the  face,  throat, 
or  hands  of  a  man  supposed  to  h.ave  been  killed  after  a  pro- 
tracted struggle,  wherein  his  clothes  were  torn,  and  his  horse's 
bridle  broken  tn  tJie  resistance  he  had  madet  He  lay  upon  his 
back,  with  his  arms  by  his  side,  and  his  old  straw  hat  was 
lying  two  or  three  feet  distant  from  his  head.  If  an  assassin 
had  violently  torn  him  from  his  horse,  robbed  him.  and  then 
dragged  his  dead  body  into  the  bushes,  why  was  that  old  hat 
afterwards  carried  and  tenderly  placed  near  his  head? 

There  is  much  significance  in  the  evidence  of  the  men  who 
instituted  a  careful  search  for  some  clew  w^hereby  the  supposed 
murderer  might  be  tracked  and  followed.  They  looked  care- 
fully, and  examined  the  ground  closely,  and  could  find  no  evi- 
dence of  there  having  been  a  struggle  in  the  vicinity.  They 
first  supposed  the  bo<Iy  had  been  dragged  or  carried  to  where 
it  lay,  but  on  examination  found  no  mud  on  tlie  clotJics.  not 
even  on  the  boots,  and  there  being  no  disturbance  of  the  leaves, 
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thi-y  came  to  the  iiTe»isti)>le  conclusion  that  it  A'as  not  possible 
[or  the  body  to  have  been  dragged.  AdditionaJ  search  was 
then  made  to  find  signs  of  persons  recently  carrjing  a  heavy 
burden.  There  were  none  whatever.  This  search  was  imme- 
diately after  the  death  and  while  the  body  was  yet  warm. 
Nobody  had  then  arrived  to  efface  nr  disturb  such  indications, 
had  there  been  any.  Evidently  the  body  had  not  been  stirred 
since  its  death. 

The  place  where  the  body  lay  was  a  cluster  of  swamp  dog^- 
wood,  some  ten  or  fifteen  feet  in  height,  and  the  spot  where  the 
pistol  was  Found  was  some  forly-five  feet  farther  in  the  woods. 
1 1  was  an  easy  toss  for  a  well  man  to  throw  the  pistol  over  the 
bushes  to  tiiat  distance.  There  is  no  reasonable  doubt  of  Mr. 
Wallis  having  lived  long  enough  to  be  able  to  do  it.  TIic  pistol 
had  a  revolving  cylinder,  with  six  chambers  for  small  metallic 
cartridges.  When  found,  all  were  loaded  but  one,  which  one 
contained  the  shell  of  a  recently  discharged  bullet.  There  cer- 
tainly was  no  good  reason  why  an  assassin  should  throw  away 
his  loaded  pistol  in  this  manner.  If  it  was  to  be  left  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  the  deed  a  coloring  of  suicide,  then,  assur- 
edly, it  would  have  been  much  more  sensible  and  natural  to 
leave  it  near  the  body,  than  to  throw  it  where  it  was  not  likely 
to  be  found  at  all. 

No  wound  which  a  suicide  may  inflict  is  distinctively  charac- 
teristic of  suicide,  as  a  similar  wound  may  be  made  at  the  hands 
of  an  assailant.  But  it  is  nevertheless  true  that  there  is  a  selec- 
tion of  vital  points,  usually,  in  suicidal  wounds,  and  gimshot 
wounds  in  the  vicinity  of  the  heart  are  among  the  most  frequent 
In  such  instances  suicides  almost  invariably  place  ihc  muzzle  of 
the  weapon  in  close  proximity  with  the  walls  of  the  chest,  and 
in  this  case  it  is  evident  that  the  little  pistol  was  held  directly 
against  the  clothing,  which  showed  powder-marks  and  scorch- 
big.  The  cartridge  was  so  small  tliat  the  combustion  of  powder 
could  not  have  left  traces  of  burning  at  a  distance  of  more 
than  one  or  two  inches. 

We  may  now  consider  the  errand  upon  which  Mr.  Wallis  went, 
as  alleged.  The  evidence  of  each  member  of  his  family  showed 
that  tbcy  nil  knew  the  purpose  of  his  going  frnm  home  that 
afternoon.     Their  attention,  individually,  was  called  to  the  fact 
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by  Wallis  himself,  who  gave  each  one  to  understand  that  he 
was  going  to  Mr.  Qnick's  to  pay  $8(J  in  money.  One  of  the 
peculiar  car-marks  which  indicate  fraud  in  cases  of  this  char- 
acter, is  the  overwrought  paiiis  which  tlic  principal  actor 
takes  to  prepare  tile  way  (or  a  ready  explanation  of  what  other- 
wise would  be  mysterious.  We  might  citi?,  in  illustration,  a 
certain  Connelly  case  in  KcntucVy,  where  the  party  exhibited 
his  unprecedented  roll  of  greenbacks  to  divers  parties  on  the 
morning  of  his  taking  off;  the  nienioranda  left  by  Colvocoresses 
to  show  that  he  was  en  route  to  New  York,  to  deposit  with 
bankers  there  a  large  sum  of  money;  the  pains  Savage  took  to 
write  his  wife  that  he  had  drawn  a  large  sum  ol  money  that 
day  from  his  mythical  friend  who  had  just  sailed  for  Europe; 
and  similar  characteristic  features  of  "  paving  the  way,"  as  mani- 
fe-slcd  in  the  Goss-Uddcrzook  affair,  the  Snyder  case,  ajid  other 
well-known  insurance  cases.  In  this  instance  the  feature  was 
conspicuously  noticeable  all  through  the  evidence  before  the 
coroner.  Mr.  Wallis  not  only  informed  bis  wife  of  the  nature 
of  his  errand,  but  called  her  altention  to  the  envelope  in  which 
he  placed  the  money.  She  saw  the  hills  Mifficicntly  to  simply 
notice  they  were  bank-notes,  but  gave  the  matter  no  further 
thought  at  the  time. 

It  was  clearly  established  that  Mr.  Wallis  could  have  been 
in  possession  of  no  such  sum  of  money  at  the  time,  nor  could 
he  then  obtain  it  in  any  legitimate  maimer.  He  had  exhausted 
every  resource,  had  borrowed  whenever,  wherever,  and  from 
whomsoever  he  cuuUI.  His  creditors  were  urgent,  and  legal 
service  threatened.  His  property  was  mortgaged  for  more  than 
it  would  bring  at  any  kind  of  sale.  It  appeared  that  he  could 
have  gone  but  a  few  days  more  without  legal  steps  being  taken 
against  him,  and  such  steps  once  taken,  all  that  he  had  was 
irretrievably  lost  and  his  family  destitute. 

Among  his  creditors  was  the  postmaster  of  an  adjoining 
town.  Tlie  amount  of  indebtedness  was,  originally,  $500.  but 
accrued  interest  had  increased  it  to  between  $600  and  $700. 
A  short  time  before  Mr.  Wallis's  death  this  creditor  demanded 
payment  or  satisfactory  security,  and  a  new  note  was  made  out, 
including  interest,  which  note  Wallis  took  home  with  him. 
promising  to  obtain,  as  security,  the  indorsement  of  a  neighbor 
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of  his.  Waltis  did  not  attend  to  this  business,  as  promised,  but 
wrote  his  creditor,  under  date  of  September  6th,  that  he  had 
met  with  an  accident  on  his  way  home,  being  thrown  out  of  his 
wagon,  and  thereby  lost  the  note  from  his  pocket  At  that 
date,  September  6th,  according  to  the  tenor  of  his  letter,  he  was 
unable  to  pay  anything  on  the  note,  and  yet  he  went  to  the 
same  tuwn  a  week  afterward,  and  took  out  $ifioo  additional 
hfc  insurance,  the  quarterly  premium  on  which  was  about  $8o. 
It  is  true  that  he  did  not  pay  this  premium  at  that  time,  and 
true  that  he  then  could  not  have  done  so.  He  did  subsequently 
pay  it,  as  will  hereinafter  appear. 

He  was  not  able  to  pay  in  full  his  first  quarterly  premium 
on  a  $9,000  life  policy  which  he  had  obtained  a  few  weeks 
previous  to  his  death,  but  left  a  balance  of  $7.50,  which  the 
insurante  agent  advanced  for  him,  which  debt  remained  unpaid 
at  the  lime  of  his  death.  Tlic  agent  wrote  to  Mr.  Wallis  dun- 
ning him  for  the  $7.50,  and  received  in  reply  the  following 
letter,  written  by  a  son  of  Mr.  Wallis,  at  the  latter's  request: 

Rose  Hiix,  Mo.,  Aur.  a,  1S73. 
Dear  Sir. — Your  letter  came  to  hand  a  day  or  two  sko,  and  con- 
tents noted.     Our  harvesting,  just  over,  has  taken  all  the  money  we 
hail  nn   hand,   fur  liclp.  etc.,  but  as  soon  as  wc  get  aomc  threshing 
done,  will  market  Eome  and  tend  the  amount  you  spokr  vS. 

Respectfully, 

C.  S.  Waixis. 

When  the  threshing  was  dotie  tlie  wheat  was  sold  in  several 
small  lots  as  tlireshcd,  and  tlic  whole  netted  $110,  which  Mr. 
Wallis  received  cash  for.  This  fact  is  verified  by  an  examina- 
tion of  Mr.  Wallis's  account-books  wbicb  were  kept  by  one 
of  his  sons.  Of  this  wheat  money  Walhs  sent  $80  by  express 
to  pay  the  first  quarterly  prcniium  on  the  $3,000  lite  policy 
which  he  recently  had  applied  for.  This  left  him  $30  cash  on 
hand,  and  it  could  not  be  shown  that  he  received  or  paid  out 
$10  from  Ihat  time  to  the  day  of  his  death. 

Mrs.  Wallis  noticed  that  her  husband  had  bank-bills  in  his 
hand  when  lie  told  bcr  tliat  he  was  going  to  pay  Mr.  Quick 
$8a  Shortly  after  his  death,  his  son  Oiarlcs  examined  a  box 
in  the  house  where  liis  fallicr  was  known  sometimes  to  place 
money  and  papers  of  value,  and  therein  found  the  s\im  of 
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$3t.25.  Doubtless  this  sum  was  the  money  which  Mrg.  Watlis 
saw,  anti  this  is  just  al)out  the  sum  he  would  have  had  left 
from  the  sale  of  his  wheat.  No  money  was  Tound  on  his  dead 
body — of  course  noL  Tlie  last  cent  he  bad  in  the  world  was 
left  by  him  in  Uiat  hox  in  his  house. 

Such  was  the  financial  condition  o[  this  man  who  bad  just 
taken  out  insurances  upon  his  life,  the  annual  premiums  of 
which  would  amount  to  $i,too.  He  coukl  not  have  paid  a 
second  quarterly  instilment  of  it — he  had  not  fully  paid  the 
first  And  yet,  for  reasons  he  alone  best  knew,  this  hopelessly 
insolvent  dchtor  made  and  executed  a  will.  Upon  investiga- 
tion the  fact  was  transparent  that  he  was  for  several  months 
planning  this  suicide,  and  as  he  intended  to  leave  his  estate 
solvent  throuph  the  sums  insurc<l  on  his  life,  he  therefore  saw 
fit  to  dispose  of  the  propcrtj-  as  he  wished  it  to  go.  The  will 
%vas  written  about  cig-ht  weeks  prior  to  his  death,  and  is  peculiar 
in  its  niiniitia:  and  details.  He  enumerates  and  devises  his 
personal  property  then  on  hand,  even  to  ten  bushels  of  potatoes, 
one  broad  hoe  and  one  garden  rake. 

In  the  history  of  his  insurance,  it  appears  that  Mr,  WalHs. 
two  months  before  his  death,  applied  for  and  obtained  a  $9,000 
life  policy  in  the  Travelers  Insurance  Company,  and  soon 
afterwards  obtained  a  $5,000  accident  policy  in  the  same  com- 
pany; the  latter  policy  being  written  at  the  oflfice  of  a  local 
agency.  The  head  office  of  the  Travelers  directed  the  imme- 
diate cancellation  of  the  accident  policy,  and  Wallis  then  pur- 
chased two  accident  insurance  tickets  of  $3,000  each.  Issued  by 
the  Railu-ay  Passengers  Assurance  Company.  He  took  the 
accident  insurance  tickets  to  his  former  legal  adviser,  and  asked 
to  have  them  placed  in  the  lawyer's  safe,  saying  that  he  had 
purchased  this  insurance  to  cover  a  business  trip  to  Philadel- 
phia. Th*  lawyer  took  the  tickets,  as  requested,  remarking  to 
Wallis  at  the  same  time  that  it  would  be  much  better  for  him  to 
have  a  full  life  insurance  policy  for  $3,000,  explaining  to  him, 
in  his  apparent  ignorance  of  the  facts,  that  the  tickets  would 
cover  loss  by  death  under  comparatively  limited  conditions, 
while  the  probabilities  of  his  death  by  disease  were  vastly 
greater  than  by  accident.  Mr.  WalHs  listened  to  this  advice 
with  the  childlike  innocence  of  Ah  Sin,  and  acting  upon  it,  at 


en  SUICIDE. 

once  applied  for  the  $3,000  life  polic>'  above  mentioned,  it  being 
written  by  the  Covenant  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company. 
Mr.  Wallis  did  not  ^vc  liis  attorney  the  slightest  inlimation 
that  he,  at  that  very  time,  held  a  $9,000  life  policy  in  the  Ti^v- 
elers.  His  reticence  upon  the  subject,  under  the  circumstances, 
is  significant  of  bis  fraudulent  intentions.  Indeetl.  all  the  cir- 
cumslanccs  surrouTiding  t!ie  case.  whetlitT  grouped  as  a  whole 
or  examined  in  detail,  conclusively  prove  that  the  death  ol 
WaHis  was  the  result  of  a  settled  and  deliberate  purpose  to 
destroy  himself  and  defraud  the  insurance  companies. 


A  HUNGARIAN  NOBLEMAN'S  STRATAGEM. 

Several  years  ago  a  nobleman,  well  known  in  sporting  circles 
as  a  horseman  and  liunlcr,  named  Baron  Bela  Olnyi,  triumphed 
over  a  crowd  of  rivals,  and  bore  home  as  bis  bride  the  rich  and 

beautiful  baroness,  Irnia  P yi.     Baron  Hela  was  at  that 

thne  a  wealthy  landed  proprietor,  and  was  able  to  indulge  to 
the  full  all  liis  inclinations  and  whims.  His  inarricil  lite  was  a 
happy  one.  Years  followed  one  after  the  olber,  but  tbey  were 
not  all  alike,  llic  f)eautiful  baroness,  as  time  wore  on,  pre- 
sented her  spouse  with  six  of  the  dearest  little  barons  and 
baronesses  that  ever  were  seen,  and  Baron  Bcla  bejjan  to  dab- 
ble in  speculations.  It  was  the  old,  old  story,  that  has  been 
repeated  a  thousand  times.  Toward  the  end  of  1874,  the 
baron's  vast  possessions,  which  were  worth  nearly  two  millions, 
had  been  sold,  and  the  family  mansion  in  Pcsth  was  mortgaged 
to  its  last  brick.  Of  all  this  the  fair  baroness  was  kept  in  com- 
plete ignorance,  and  the  family  establishment  was  maintained 
in  its  usual  style. 

When  the  baron  realised  thai  he  was  completely  ruined,  and 
that  all  that  was  left  was  his  wife's  property,  which  could  not 
be  touched,  he  f(»rme<l  a  singular  resolution.  He  got  his  life 
insured  in  five  ilifTerent  companies  for  one  hundred  thousand 
gulden  in  each,  the  terms  being  that  this  amount  should  be  paid 
over  to  his  family  in  case  he  should  die  within  a  year.  None 
of  the  insurance  companies  objected  to  pocketing  the  premium 
of  two  thousand  Horins  from  a  man  just  forty-five  years  of  age, 
in  the  full  vigor  of  lite  and  in  exuberant  health, 

The  day,  however,  Baron  Bela  had  the  last  policy  in  his 
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pocket,  he  entered  upon  an  entirely  different  course  of  life., 
He  had  been  a  man  who  never  missed  a  race  or  a  hunt,  who 
went  to  On-  club  every  day,  and  regularly  took  his  drive  or  ride 
on  horseback  in  the  park;  now  he  was  to  be  seen  nowhere  in 
company,  not  even  by  his  dtarest  friendti.  Nor  did  he  remain 
at  home  in  ihc  bosom  of  his  family.  He  left  his  house  every 
morning  early,  and  only  returned  in  time  for  dinner.  After 
dinner  he  disappear  d  again,  and  remained  absent  often  until 
midnight.  During  all  this  time  nobody  knew  where  he  kept 
himself  secluded. 

The  change  in  his  external  appearance  was  not  less  remark- 
able. He  had  previously  been  getting  rather  stout.  He  now 
began  to  lo.se  flesh.  His  cheeks,  which  had  been  florid, 
changed  to  an  unhealthy  palene&f..  his  eyes  lost  their  bright- 
ness an*l  were  snrroiiiKled  with  heavy  circles  of  blue,  his  face 
became  haggard,  and  his  strong  manly  voice  became  cracked 
and  feeble.  When  these  symptoms  of  dangerous  disease  mul- 
tiplied in  such  a  striking  manner,  the  friends  that  occasionally 
vitited  him  and  his  wife  endeavored  to  persuade  him  to  take 
medical  advice,  and  to  explain  hia  mysieriuns  absences.  His 
answer  was  a  positive  refusal.  Finally,  in  October,  the  physical 
constitution,  once  so  strong,  could  no  longer  withstand  the 
agency  so  potent  for  evil  which  was  undermining  it.  and  Bajon 
Bcla  was  compelled  to  take  to  his  lied.  Physicians  were  called 
in.  I'hey  shook  their  heads  ominously,  and  declared  that  it 
was  a  case  of  galloping  consumption,  that  the  disease  had 
already  reached  a  stage  in  wluch  all  human  aid  was  in  vain. 
Hardly  fourteen  days  later  the  sufferings  of  the  poor  baron 
were  in  fact  terminated  by  death.  After  his  death  a  will  was 
found,  by  which  he  bequeathe*!  to  his  wife  his  lite  insurance 
policies,  and  acquainted  her  with  the  (act  of  the  loss  of  his 
entire  fortune.  No  other  course  was  open  (or  the  baroness 
except  to  prefer  her  claims  for  the  halt  million  due  on  the 
policies  through  her  solicitor.  The  solicitor,  however,  imme- 
diately ran  against  difficulties.  It  was  thought  to  be  incredible 
that  a  man  who  had  been  examined  only  ten  montlis  before 
by  five  physicians,  and  pronounced  in  good  health,  could  have 
died  of  the  disease  mentioned.  The  five  companies  came  to 
ihe  conclusion  that  a  plan  of  -;low  suicide  had  been  deliberately 
adopted,  and  they  all  refused  payment  of  the  claims. 
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-  The  comi»nies  interested  went  further,  and  undertook  to 
penetrate  tlie  tnyalcry  of  the  daily  absences  of  the  baron,  of 
whicfi  tliey  had  previously  got  wind.  After  long  and  extensive 
rcsearclies.  they  finally  ascertained  that  early  in  Jaiiuar)-  the 
baron  had  hired  a  snail  apartment  iti  a  dirty,  narrow  street  in  a 
remote  quarter  of  the  city,  and  twice  earh  day  reinainwl  in  it 
for  a  considerable  time.  The  neighbors  never  saw  him  hold 
any  intercourse  with  any  one.  The  reni  nf  the  apartment  bad 
been  paid  np  to  the  end  of  Dcreniber.  and  after  the  baron's 
death  it  had  been  locked  up.  To  I'lear  up  I  he  hidden  mystery 
within  that  room,  it  was  necessary  to  invoke  the  ann  of  the 
law.  Upon  proper  evidence  a  warrant  was  issued,  the  fatal 
door  was  opened  by  a  locksmitli,  and  in  breathless  anxiety  the 
room  was  entered.  A  comforlahic  sofa,  a  tabic,  two  cliairs, 
ami  two  chests  constituted  the  entire  furniture.  Great  was  the 
amazement  when  the  two  chests  were  opened.  The  first  con- 
tained a  well-worn  dressing-go wti.  a  pair  of  louse  Turkish 
trousers,  a  fe^,  and  about  ten  or  twelve  lonj;  tobacco  pipes. 
The  second  chest  was  divided  intij  s<[uare  compartments,  and 
there  were  left  in  it  about  two  hundred  foreign  cigars,  of  the 
government  brand,  costing  two  krctitzers  each,  and  about  half 
a  pound  of  what  is  known  in  the  trade  as  common  smoking 
tobacco.  I-'rom  llie  wrappers  found  in  the  lower  compart- 
ments it  appeared  that  llic  baron  had  smoked  up  about  three 
thousand  five  hundrc<l  of  these  two  kreutzcr  cigars,  and  about 
a  hundred  wcig"hl  of  the  common  trade  tobacco. 

At  the  request  of  the  representatives  of  the  insurance  com- 
panies, a  proper  record  was  made  of  the  facts  discovered;  and 
thereupon  the  companies,  under  the  circumstancc-V  justified 
their  refusal  to  pay  the  amount  insured  by  referring  to  the  pro- 
vision in  the  policies  by  virtue  of  which  the  contract  was  to 
become  null  and  void  in  the  event  of  suicide.  The  counsel 
for  the  baroness  urged,  in  reply,  that  smoking  ten  or  fihcen 
two-krcutzer  cigars  a  day  coidd  hardly  be  denominated  an 
atletnpl  at  suicide.  Chemical  and  medical  investigations  were 
instituted  by  both  parties,  and  the  managers  of  Uie  royal 
tobacco  factory  were  called  upon  For  an  opinion.  The  cause 
of  his  dcilh  was  believed  to  liave  been  due  to  saturation  with 
mcotine,  taken  into  his  .system  in  poisonous  quantities  through 
the  process  of  smoking. 
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THE  RUNK  CASE   IN    PHILADELPHIA. 

Tlic  suit  of  A.  Howard  Ritttr,  Executor  of  the  estate  of 
William  M.  Runk,  dcceasc<l.  a^in»t  tlic  Miittial  Life  Insurance 
Company  of  New  York,  in  tlie  United  States  Circuit  Court, 
l^iladelphia,  before  Jmlgc  l-iiitler,  at  the  April  term,  1895, 
attracted  widespread  attention  because  of  tlie  social  and  busi- 
ness prominence  of  a  man  wito  committed  suicide,  wbile  clearly 
and  admittedly  sane,  in  order  to  defraud  life  insurance  com- 
panies out  of  a  large  amount  of  money.  The  main  points  in 
tlie  case,  as  detailed  in  ibc  Insurance  Kigistcr,  arc  as  follows: 

William  M.  Runk  was  a  well  known  nicrchant  uf  FUila- 
delpljia.  He  liad  been  known  for  a  nimibt-r  of  years  as  a 
large  insurer.  He  had  had  insurance  on  his  life  for  front  live  to 
ten  years  to  an  amount  approximating  $3c»,ooo.  Tlie  testi- 
mony at  the  trial  showed  his  annual  income  tu  be  about  $8,500. 
In  the  winter  of  1891  and  1892  he  placed  $300,000  additional 
on  his  life.  At  this  time  he  stood  high  in  business,  social  and 
religious  circles,  yet  it  was  conclusively  proved  on  the  trial 
that  he  liad  been  an  embezzler  tor  six  or  eight  years  prior  to 
his  death;  that  he  had  been  using  for  his  private  purposes 
trust  funds  in  his  possession;  had,  by  his  own  confession,  been 
defrauding  his  firm  for  at  least  two  years,  and  was  completely 
overwhelmed  with  debt.  On  the  audit  of  the  executor's  ac- 
count in  the  Orphans'  Court,  some  $210,000  of  claims  were 
proven  against  his  estate.  There  was  due  to  one  crc<litor. 
William  Wcightman,  $20,000  that  was  secured  by  $30,000  of 
insurance.  Anotlier  creditor,  Mrs.  Barcroft.  the  aunt  of  Mr. 
Runk,  who  did  not  prove  her  claim  against  the  estate,  collected 
$135,000  out  of  insurance  which  had  been  assigned  to  her 
as.  collateral.  Against  these  debts  the  executor  had  in  his 
hands  $152,000,  of  which  $148,000  was  derived  from  insur- 
ance, representing  the  face  value  of  policies  to  the  amount 
of  $l70,ooa  ]t  was  admitted  by  Mr.  Rittcr,  the  executor,  on 
the  witness  stand,  that  the  estate  consisted  almost  wholly  of 
insurance;  that  there  was  little  or  no  equity  in  the  real  estate 
of  the  decedent,  and  that  tlic  insurance  which  was  in  litigation 
almost  corresponded  in  amount  with  the  unpaid  debts. 

The  family  of  Nfr.  Runk  had  thtrtfnre  practically  no  interest 
in  the  litigation,  which  was  in  effect  between  the  creditors  on 
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the  one  hand  and  the  companies  on  the  other.  The  prepara- 
tions which  Mr.  Runk  mailc  for  sclt-dcstruction  were  startling. 
He  left  his  store  about  2  o'cloclt  on  the  day  of  his  death,  after 
having  taken  care  that  very  morning  to  send  his  check  by 
messenger  and  to  pay  an  insurance  premium  then  due  He 
notified  his  confidential  messenger,  Mr.  Wm.  M.  Nice,  to  be  at 
his  country  house  that  evening,  and  indicated  by  what  train  he 
should  come,  telhng  him  he  would  have  sumelliing  then  for 
him  to  attend  to.  He  went  to  his  tiome,  told  his  family  that 
he  had  writing  to  do  that  afternoon,  spent  the  afternoon  in 
writing,  and  after  supper  with  his  family,  went  out  to  his 
stable  and  shot  himself.  He  had  written  six  letters,  four  of 
which  were  placed  in  evidence  at  the  trial  One  of  these  was 
to  the  messenger  he  referred  to,  and  asking  him  to  see  that 
he  had  a  quiet  funeral  and  not  to  talk  to  anybody.  Another 
was  to  Mrs.  Bareroft,  his  largest  creditor,  the  one  who  held 
life  insurance  collaleral,  asking  pardon  for  tlie  disgrace  that 
he  was  bringing  upon  her,  she  being  a  relative,  and  saying 
thai  it  was  the  only  way  in  which  he  could  pay  his  indebted* 
ness  to  her.  He  admitted  also  that  his  present  condition  was 
due  to  speculation.  The  third  letter  was  to  Mr.  J.  G.  Dar- 
lington, his  partner,  in  which  he  told  him  of  the  misuse  of  the 
firm  funds,  and  said  that  he  deserved  all  ilic  punishment  he 
would  get,  but  th.it  he  wished  his  debts  paid,  and  only  the 
sacrifice  of  his  life  would  do  it.  He  named  his  executor,  and 
slated  that  he  had  left  instnictions  that  the  firm  defalcation 
should  be  paid  out  of  the  first  moneys  received  from  the  insur- 
ance. The  fourth  letter  was  to  his  executor,  and  gave  him 
explicit  and  detailed  instructions  in  regard  to  the  settlement 
of  Ills  affairs;  recounted  his  various  debts,  shortages  and  defal- 
cations, and  directed  him  to  pay  his  firm  defalcation  out  of  the 
first  insurance  money  received.  He  gave  him  also  a  detailed 
account  of  his  relations  with  the  Protestant  Episcopal  City 
Mission,  a  large  charity,  of  which  he  had  been  treasurer,  and 
gave  him  an  itemized  list  of  the  securities  of  this  charity,  with 
the  statement  of  what  had  been  done  with  each  one.  This 
letter  and  memorandum  occupied  four  or  five  foolscap  pages, 
and  showed  the  utmost  care  and  precision  in  its  preparation. 
It  was  testified  also  on  the  trial  that  the  facta  lie  stated  were 
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all  substantially  correct  There  were  two  other  letters,  one 
of  whicU  had  been  destrcjycd  by  its  receiver,  and  the  other 
was  not  jirtxluced  on  the  trial. 

It  iihoiild  be  noted  also  that  all  of  the  policies  which  were 
disputed  were  policies  issued  within  the  last  year  of  Mr.  Kunk's 
life,  and  were  alt  issued  upon  applications  containing  the  usual 
"  sane  or  insane  "  suicide  clause  limited  to  two  years.  By  »omc 
oversight  no  copies  of  the  applications  were  attached  to  the 
policies.  It  was  practically  admitted  that  with  the  whole  con- 
tract before  the  court,  the  plaintiff  had  no  standing  whatever. 
They  objected,  successfully  in  the  Mutual  Life  case,  to  the 
admission  uf  the  applications  in  evidence,  basing  their  objec- 
tion on  the  Pennsylvania  statute  of  1881,  which  requires  a 
copy  uf  the  application  to  be  attadicd  to  or  niade  a  part  of 
the  policies. 

The  Mutual  Life  case  was  tlierefore  tried  squarely  on  the 
policy  without  any  suicide  clause,  and  th*  question  was  brought 
squarely  up  for  decision,  whether  or  not  suicide  by  a  sane 
man  was  not  of  itself  a  fraud  on   the  insurer. 

The  case  of  ihe  same  plaintiff  against  the  Home  Life  Insur- 
ance Company  was  placed  on  trial  immediately  after  that  of 
the  Mutual  Life  was  given  to  the  jury.  It  occupied  the 
remainder  of  the  day,  and  just  before  the  adjournment  of  the 
court,  the  plaintiff  was  called  upon  to  submit  his  evidence  in 
rebuttal.  Surprised  at  the  charge  of  the  court  in  the  case  of 
the  Mutual  Life,  he  asked  and  was  granted  the  indulgence  of 
the  court  until  its  next  sitting  on  the  following  Monday.  Tlie 
jury  rendered  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  Mutual  Life  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  court  on  the  8th  inst.  The  plaintiff  suffered  a 
voluntary  non-suJt  and  thus  for  the  present  abamloncd  the 
claim  against  the  Home  Life. 

Copies  of  letters  referred  to  in  the  foregoing  statement: 

A.  H.  RiTTER.  Esq. 

My  Dear  Friend.— In  one  oi  the  early  clauses  of  my  will  I  iinct 
all  my  debts  and  loans  shall  be  paid, 

1  will  try  to  rniitnrraie  ihc  imldilfilnr**  in  llic  orrkr  In  be  paid. 

Fir»t. — My  account  with  the  finn  is  overdrawn  386,aoo,  which  I 
want  10  replace  with  (he  first  insurance  amounl  you  receive. 

Second.^  I^ft  in  the  tmM  closet  in  the  »(«  a  li«t  of  tho  imounls 
I  owe  lo  make  tin-  t'  K  City  Mission  accmint  wood:  ?JO,ooo  is  in 
notes  of  $10,000  meli,  BiBned  by  D.  R.  At  Cv.,  and  cndm^cd  SAatj 
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A.  Barcrofi.  this  I  owe  and  i>lcasc  pay.    Then  Mvnal  tccurMca  have 

inaturH  and  1  <>wc  (or  ihcm  ».%  cnumcratcil.  Thet»  ire  also  referred 
to:  1  hn,vr  sumc  in  loati  wttli  Beneficial  Saving  Kuni)  Society  and 
Pa.  Co.    Please  redeem  and  restore. 

Third. — I  owe  Mr>.  Barcroft  Sq6,OO0i  and  $.io,ck»  in  ticcurilics.  for 
which  ahc  liolds  life  insurance  ixilicics.     Please  ;i<tju$t  them, 

The  ttOfiOO—S.  &  P.  boiith.  Arc.  I  think,  at  BcneliciBl  S.  F. 

"       I3.00O— N.    &    W. 

S.O0O— P.   &   R. " 

"       5.000—        "       $3.«»  Hilbrelh.  Fair  &  Ca.  N.  Y. 

Philadclpliia  office.  C  D.  Barney  &  Co. 
$a.ooo.  Tucker  &  Co..  Philadelphia. 

Of  course  $126,000  or  fiaS.ooo  will  be  arranged  with  insnmnrc 
money, 

Fourth. — i   have  accounts  with: 

W.  G.  Hopper  &  Co..  Philadelphia. 

R.  E.  Tuacr  &  Cu..  Phi!;i,k-l,,liiii. 

Bicklry.  !.ce  &  Johntou.  New  Ytirk;  Philadelphia  offifc,  436  Library, 

Hilhrrlh.  parr  &  Co,,  New  York:  Philadelphia  office,  C.  D,  Barney 
&  Co. 

Charles  Minicshcinicr,  New  York;  Philadelphia  office,  Third  and 
Chestnut, 

I  have  marked  on  each  account  acconipanyinn  this  where  th« 
securities  hclona  that   tliey   hold. 

Fifth. — This  iUould  he  third,  so  1  order  it  paid.  I  owe  my  mother 
52  shares  P.  R.  R,  Co,  and  twelve  shares  L.  V.  R.  R.  Co.  PleaBe 
buy  and  tiim  over  to  her, 

Sixth, — I  owe  Jennie  C.  Runk  30  shares  P.  R.  R.  Co.,  with  Hopper 
&  Co.     Please  return  to  her. 

Seventh. — Miss  Lena  Giles,  cure  C.  S.  Bucklln.  Kcyporl.  New  Jersey, 
has  ?6,ooo  note  of  D.  R.  &  Co.  This  I  owe  personally.  Please  i>ay. 
Interest  was  i>aid  (o  June  ist. 

Eighth.— 1  owe  Mr.  WciKhlnian  $20.aoa  He  holds  $jo,ooa  insitr- 
uncc.  much  of  it  paid  up. 

All  submitted  for  your  guidance, 

W.  M.  Rtwit, 

I  owe  for  Jnly  income  and  .\uRust  income  City  Mission.  Large 
black  book  shows  also  $i>50.  as  shown  by  3  checks  in  drawer  of  table 
in  office.  You  will  B  Bk.  book  I  have  $it,SQa  loan  on  stock  there. 
Lookout  for  two  notes  there.  Sec  hack  of  check  book.  Two  35 
shares  of  F.  B.  Stock,  with  J.  M.  Lockwcod  &  Co.,  belongs  10 
D.  R.  &  Co. 

Then  follows  a  list  of  the  insurances  upon  his  Hfc,  after 
which  lie  gives  a  list  of  securities,  and  a  statement  as  to  where 
they  are  deposited,  after  which  Mr.  Riink  designates,  over  his 
own  signature,  the  amounts  due  to  the  P.  K  City  Mission, 
uhich  ae^egated  $54,100. 

This  letter  was  handed  to  Mr.  Rittcr  hy  Mr.  Darlington 
ahout  three  days  after  the  death  of  Mr.  Runk. 
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The  following  letter  was  received  by  Mr.  Joseph  G.  Dar- 
lington. It  was  given  to  Iiini  by  William  H.  Nice,  an  emiiloycc 
uf  Darlington  &  Runk,  on  the  day  after  Mr.  Runk's  deilh: 

Dear  Joseph: — I  have  grossly  deceived  you,  and  can  only  pay  my 
dcblx  liy  my  life.  Tlie  Cimn)  Iwiiik  i*  nvcrdrawn  JjfS.oeo;  F.  &  M., 
$20.om:  N.  A..  $18,000:  Trades  man  R.  $i6.aoo.  and  Poiirth  Street. 
$6.aoo;  mxket.  $86,000. 

Tn  make  these  acroiiniA  good  you  will  find  eheclcii  drawn  and  not 
»enl  in  Arlliur's  liands  in  compartment  in  ^sfe.  my  lop  cuiiier  eloscl 
in  an  envelope.  These  clirtiks,  with  balance  in  each  l>wi>k,  have  kepi 
(he  iliowinn  far  lou  good. 

Hiiward  Kiiicr  is  my  execulor.  and  I  have  given  him  tnjtnictinnt 
Id  make  thi«  $86,000  good  from  my  firM  in^tirance  payment.  Tlie 
moncya  I  loaned  he  i*  to  pay,  and  the  memorandum  in  Farr's  small 
book  c1iarK*d  to  me. 

This  in  a  .'«ad  ending  of  a  promising  life,  hoi  I  deitcTvc  all  ihe  pun- 
ishment I  may  urt.  only  I  feel  my  debts  mujt  he  paid.  This  sacrifice 
will  do  i(.  and  only-  this,  t  vras  faithful  until  two  years  ago-  ForKive 
me.     Dun't  publish  this. 

Willi  AH. 

Tuesday.     Don't  blame  Farr,  for  he  is  innoeent. 

The  letter  received  by  Mr.  Nice  was  as  follows: 

Landbillo. 
Wiltiam:— Do  all  you  can  for   Mrs.  Runk.  and  sec  ihal  I  have  u 
quiel  fimeral.    1  am  driven  to  tlnx.  but  I  have  tried  lo  be  a  friend 
to  you.     Don't  talk  to  any  one. 

Yours  inily, 
Tuesday.  Oct.  6.  iSw-  William  M.  RtrNK. 

Mrs.  Mary  Bancroft  received  tVic  following  letter: 

Las-i>rii.lo,  St,  I>Avin"s.  Pa. 

My  Dear  Aunt  Mary: — Forgive  me  for  Ihc  disRracc  1  brins  on 
you,  hut  il  ii  the  only  way  I  can  pay  my  indebtedness  to  you.  A. 
Howard  Riiicr  will  attend  to  all  my  affairs  with  you.  You  have 
always  told  mt  my  mind  was  not  strong.  I  have  been  led  astray, 
have  been  infatuated  with  speculation,  and  lost.  I  work  too  hard,  I 
am  wild,  but  cannot  ree<>vor  now.  Thank  you  for  all  you  have  been 
to  me  in  every  way.     Forgive  uic. 

Affectionately. 

Tuesday,  Oct  6.  William. 

CHARGE   OF   THE   COURT. 

GRyrLSMEK  OP  THE  JUBV: — ^This  caw.  as  has  been  said  to  you, 
is  one  of  a  great  deal  of  importani-e.  one  which  deserves  your  rcry 
careful  attention,  and  one  which  can  onty  be  decided  justly  by  under- 
standing the  law  that  governs  it,  «nd  by  adhering  strictly  to  the 
evidence. 


6T2 


SUICIDR 


As  Irrtiucntly  occurs,  a  good  <1mI  of  tfstimory  has  been  heard, 
and  several  question*  ti4vc  been  raised.  wbicU  will  be  found,  in  (be 
vicrw  tile  Court  now  takes  ol  the  case,  to  be  entirely  nnimporlant. 
]  only  tegut  thai  we  could  not  know  at  the  outset  how  the  case 
would  prciuitt  itscir  to  our  minds  at  the  close,  so  tlut  we  iniKhl  have 
avuidcd  llic  unnecessary  exv^'^diture  o[  time  and  unneccfsarr  taxing 
of  your  ilretiijtli  and  patience,  and  dcvott;d  ourselves  tu  what  now 
turns  out  to  be  the  consideration  on  which  the  case  must  be  decided. 

Counsel  for  platnliff  have  presented  to  the  Court  several  points  on 
which  we  are  asked  to  clmrKc.  (or  the  purpose  of  KettinK  their  view 
of  the  law  heCorr  you.  The  plaintifTs  firsi,  second,  and  third  points 
arc  disalTirmed.  TItc  fourth  ia  abo  disafTmned,  [or  tl)c  reasons  given 
in  answering  the  defendant's  first  point,  of  which  I  will  speak  directly. 

The  fifth  joint  reads  as  follows: 

"  If  one  whose  life  is  insured  inlctilionally  kills  himscK  when  his 
reasoning  (acuhies  are  so  far  impaired  by  insanity  that  he  is  unable 
(o  understand  the  moral  character  of  his  act,  even  if  he  docs  under- 
M.-ind  its  physical  naiiire,  cunsci|uencc  and  cITeLt,  such  ael i-destnic- 
tion  will  not  "f  itself  prrveni  recovery  upon  the  policies." 

This  is  affirmed.  I  wil]  say,  however,  that  we  must  understand 
what  is  meant  and  intended  by  ilie  term  "  moral  character  of  his 
act."  It  in  a  term  which  iiu.4  been  used  by  the  courts,  and  is  cor- 
rectly inserted  in  the  point;  but  it  is  a  term  which  might  be  miaun- 
dcrsCuod. 

We  are  not  to  erter  the  domain  of  metaphysics  in  determining 
what  constitutes  insanity,  so  far  as  the  subject  is  involved  in  this 
case.  II  Mr.  Runk  understood  what  he  was  doing,  and  ihe  conse- 
quences of  his  act  or  acts,  to  himself  at  well  as  to  others,  in  other 
wnrd.s,  if  he  understood,  as  a  man  of  sound  mind  would,  ihc  consc- 
quenccs  to  follow  from  his  contemplated  suicide,  to  himself,  his  char- 
acter, his  Inrnily  and  iillicrs,  and  wan  able  tn  cumpieliend  the  wrong- 
fulness of  what  he  was  about  la  do,  as  a  sane  man  would,  then  he 
is  to  be  regarded  by  you  as  sane.    Otherwise  he  is  not 

The  defendant's  first  point  reads  as  follows: 

"There  can  be  no  recovery  by  the  estate  of  a  dead  man  of  Ihe 
amount  of  policies  of  insurance  upon  his  life,  if  he  takes  his  own 
life  desiifnedly,   whihl  n(  sound  mind." 

This  point  is  affirmed. 

The  defendant's  first  point,  which  I  have  just  read  to  you  and 
affirmed,  and  the  plainiilT's  fourth  point,  which  1  have  disaffirmed, 
raise  the  same  question;  and  i(  is  one  of  very  great  difficulty.  It  in 
very  rcmarVablr  lliat  the  r|ueMion  lias  never  been  directly  passed  upon 
by  any  court  of  last  resort,  nor,  so  far  as  has  been  discovered,  by 
any  other,  in  this  country  or  in  England. 

When  Ihe  points  were  presented  t  said  in  your  presence  that  in  the 
absence  of  anihority.  or  of  custom  on  the  part  of  insurance  com* 
punics  <.>r  in  the  hi].>ine»'S  of  injuring  beanilg  on  iIk  snbjeci,  I  vrould 
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fed  little  hesitation  in  holding  iliat  sukid«  by  (lir  inturH.  while  in 
a  »anc  condition  of  mind,  conMitutcs  «  dcknse  lo  the  payment  o(  the 
policy;  but  that  I  inclined  to  bcUcvc  there  was  authority  to  the  con- 
trary. It  is  conceded,  however,  that  there  it  notliiiig  lo  l»«  found 
on  the  subject  but  dicta,  and  these  are  tonlliciing;  ami  there  is  no  evi- 
dence before  the  Court  of  any  custom  in  the  business  »(  insurance 
bearing  on  this  sut>je«t 

1  regret  that  I  must  pass  on  the  question  without  opportunity  for 
examination  <vr  reflection.  It  seems  to  me,  bi>wever,  thai  every  iTin- 
iratit  uf  life  tnnurancc  contains  an  implied  coiidiliuii  itui  the  insured 
will  not  intentionally  terminate  his  life,  but  that  the  insurer  shall  have 
the  ben«fit  of  the  chancrs  of  its  continuance  until  tcrmiiuled  in  the 
naluTal.  ordinaTy  course  of  events.  It  is  on  these  chances  that  the 
pteniium  is  calrnlaied  and  hued,  and  the  contmct  is  founded  It 
cannot  be  doubled  that  if  one  having  a  policy  on  liia  buildings, 
insuring  against  Grc.  should  intentionally  bum  ihcm,  his  act  would 
be  a  deleniie  lo  the  policy;  nor  that  one  takinK  a  policy  or  the  life 
of  his  debtor,  whom  he  suh^itucntly  murdi-ri,  cannot  recover  the 
insurance.  In  principle  I  am  iinnble  to  distinguish  these  cases  from 
thai  M-hcre  the  insured  cumniili  luicide.  The  fraud  on  the  insurer 
seems  to  be  as  riear  in  the  latter  case  as  in  cither  of  the  others. 

Additional  reasons: 

"  A  difTereni  construction  of  the  policy  would  seem  lo  make  it  a 
contract  to  pay  the  insurance  immediately  i(  the  insured  commits 
Huicidc:  thus  offering  an  inducement  to  commit  thiit  act.  If  the 
injured  hves  out  the  ordinary  term  of  lite,  the  lime  of  payment  may 
be  very  fcmoic.  and  therefore  ihc  inducement  to  commit  suicide  is 
very  gTcat  if  payment  follows  this  event.  Of  course  no  insurer  would 
intentionally  enter  into  such  a  contract;  it  would  be  destruction  of 
its  interests.  IIis  premiums  are  calculated,  and  his  prospect  of  gain  is 
based  on  the  intufe>!'8  chances  of  life  under  ordinary  circtim stances; 
and  if  the  latter  inay  render  the  insurance  payable  immediately  by 
committing  suicide,  the  former  is  completely  at  his  mercy.  If,  how- 
ever, an  insurer  should  enter  into  such  a  contract,  the  law  would 
declare  it  void,  because  of  its  violatioo  of  public  policy.  It  would 
seem,  in  effect,  to  be  a  contract  to  pay  money  for  the  commission 
of  suicide." 

If  «uinde  rrsuhs  from  insanity  it  is  not,  in  legal  contemplation, 
the  intentional  act  of  the  insured.  What  constitutes  insanity,  in  the 
sense  in  which  we  arc  using  the  term,  has  been  described  to  yoti, 
and  need  nut  be  repeateil.  II  tbi.i  man  understood  the  consequences 
and  effects  of  what  he  was  doing  or  contemplating,  to  himself  and 
tu  others;  if  he  underatond  the  wrongfulness  of  it.  as  a  sane  man 
would,  then  he  was  sane,  so  far  as  we  have  occasion  to  consider  the 
subject,  otherwise  he  was  not. 

Here  the  insured  committed  suicide,  and.  as  the  evidence  shows, 
did  it   for  the  purpose,  as  expressed  in   his  communication  to  the 
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executor  of  his  wilt,  as  .well  as  in  letters  written  to  his  aunt  and 
hU  partner,  o(  vnnbEing  the  excculor  to  recover  on  the  policies,  and 
UM  the  money  to  piy  his  obligations.  I  lher«(orc  charge  jrou  that 
if  he  was  in  a  sane  condition  of  mind  at  the  time,  as  I  have  described, 
abJe  to  understand  the  moral  character  and  consequences  of  his  act, 
his  suicide  is  a  defense  to  this  suit 

The  only  question,  therefore,  for  consideration  is  this  question  of 
sanity,  There  is  nothing  else  in  the  case,  That  he  committed  *iii- 
ciilc,  and  connmittcd  il  with  a  view  to  the  collection  of  this  money 
from  the  Insurance  companies  and  having  ii  applied  lo  the  payment 
of  his  obligations,  is  not  controverted,  and  not  controvertible.  It 
is  sliown  by  his  own  declaration,  i>osiibly  not  verbal,  but  written. 
The  only  question,  therefore,  is  whether  or  not  he  wa*  in  a  »ne  con- 
dition of  mind,  or  whether  his  mind  was  so  imi^aired  that  he  could 
not.  as  I  have  described,  properly  comprehend  and  understand  the 
character  and  consequences  of  the  act  he  was  about  to  commit. 

In  the  absence  of  evidence  on  tlie  subject  he  must  be  presumed 
to  have  been  sane.  The  pirsumption  of  sanity  is  ncit  overthrown  by 
the  act  of  comuiilting  suicide.  Suicide  may  be  used  as  cvidaicc  of 
insanity,  but,  standing  alone,  it  is  not  sufTtcicnt  to  establish  it.  Il 
is  sometimes  thoughtlessly  said,  if  a  man  commits  a  high  crime  or 
takes  his  life,  that  he  was  insane,  he  was  crazy.  The  fact  that  a 
man  commits  a  high  crime  is  not  evidence  ol  insanity,  and  the  ^1 
that  he  takes  his  life  iIoe»  not  of  itself  overthrow  the  presumption  of 
sanity      There   must  be  something  more  than  this. 

Therefore  we  start  with  the  presumption  of  sanity  in  the  defendant's 
favor,  and  the  burden  t>f  showing  insanity  on  the  plaintiff. 

You  have  heard  the  evidence  on  the  subject  and  ihe  conmients  o( 
counsel  respecting  it,  and  from  this  yon  must  determine  how  the 
question  should  he  decided.  I  believe  the  wife  and  sister  alone 
exprrsscd  an  opinion  thai  his  minrl  was  "  unbalanced."  Whether 
cither  of  them  formed  this  opinion  before  his  deatli  I  am  uncifrtain. 
The  wife  said  she  lUd  not.  If  the  opinion  is  based  on  the  (act  alone 
that  he  committed  suicide,  il  it  of  no  value.  If  it  is  based  on  this 
fact  and  his  previous  conduct,  condition  or  conversation,  it  may  and 
should  be  considered;  its  value  stilt  i%  for  you. 

These  witnesses,  lopclher  with  two  or  three  others,  and  probably 
more,  you  will  remember,  testified  to  his  conversation,  his  conduct, 
his  nerx'ousness,  Ihe  change  in  his  appearance,  and  so  on,  shortly 
before  bis  death.  You  must  judge  in  how  far  this  testimony  tends 
to  show  an  insane  condition  of  mind,  such  as  t  have  described. 
Might  or  might  not  the  natural  worry  and  distress  occasioned  by 
his  unfortunate  circumstances  and  the  contemplation  o(  sclf-^cstrac- 
tioii  as  a  means  of  relief  account  for  his  conduct  and  appearance, 
without  the  existence  of  such  insanity? 

On  the  oilier  h.-ind,  the  defcndanl  has  called  your  attention  on  this 
subject  lo  Ihc  fact  that  he  conducted  the  business  of  his  Brm  during 
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liis  partner's  aincnce  and  up  to  within  a  very  thorl  time  of  Itis  cJcxlli; 
and  you  havt  seen  tiow  melhixljcalljr  he  prepared  lor  his  cnil.  the 
Idlers  he  wrote,  ihc  instructions  prepared  Uir  his  executor,  an<J 
ao  on. 

Now  from  all  ihc  evidence  on  the  subject  (and  your  attention  haa 
been  very  fully  calleit  to  it  by  cnitn»cl,  and  there  need  t>c  no  repeti- 
tion of  it)  you  must  determine  the  question  of  unity. 

While  I  thus  submit  the  guestiun.  and  remind  you  that  the  re»pon- 
sibiltiy  nf  deciding  it  re«is  upon  you  alone,  I  con&ider  it  a  duty  to 
My  that  I  do  not  regard  the  evidence  on  which  the  plaintiR  relies  as 
strong.     It  may  be  suflincni;  that  is  a  (luettion  cnltrcly   lor  you. 

II  you  find  him  to  have  been  insane,  as  I  have  dewribcd,  yotir  ver- 
dict will  be  for  the  plaintiff.     Othcrwiae,  it  will  be  for  the  dcJendanL 

There  i«  nolhinj;  more  that  I  need  say.  1  can  render  you  no 
lurther  assistance.  I  will  repeal,  you  must  be  very  careful  to  guard 
your  minds  againit  the  influence  of  sympathy  or  prejudice.  Each 
of  ihc  parties  is  entitled  to  equal  consideration  at  your  bands.  II 
you  arc  not  guided  and  controlled  by  the  law  as  (tatcd  by  the 
Court,  and  the  evidence  as  heard  here,  you  will  do  gttat  wrong  to 
the  parties   and   wrong  to  youfselvet. 

(Counsel  (or  plaintiff  except  to  the  di^afl^^na^cc  of  the  first,  second 
and  third  poinim  lubmiued  on  behalf  of  plaintifT; 

Also  to  the  disaffirmance  i>i  the  fourth  point  Mibniiiied  on  behalf 
of  plaintiff,  and  to  Ihc  answer  to  said  fourth  point; 

Also  lo  the  answer  of  the  Court  afTirming  the  fifth  point  submitted  on 
bchall  of  plaintilT; 

Also  to  that  part  of  the  charge  where  the  Court  says: 

"  I  therefore  charge  you  that  if  be  was  in  a  sane  condition  of  mind 
ill  ihc  time,  iti  I  have  described,  able  to  understand  the  moral  char- 
acter and  consequences  of  his  act.  hia  suicide  is  a  defense  to  thi*  suit." 

Also  to  that  part  of  the  charge  of  the  Court  saying  that  tuicidc 
standing  alone  is  not  sufficient  to  establish  insanity,  and  if  the  opinion 
is  based  on  that  fact  alone,  it  is  of  no  value. 

Also  to  that  part  of  the  charge  where  the  Court  says:  "While  I 
thus  submit  the  question,  and  remind  you  that  the  responsibility  of 
deciding  it  rests  upon  you  alone.  I  consider  it  as  a  duty  to  say  that 
I  do  not  regard  the  evidence  on  which  the  plaintiff  relies  as  strong.") 

The  points  submitted  on  behalf  of  plaintiH  are  at.  follows: 

t.  The  evidence  is  not  suflicienl  to  warrant  the  jury  in  finding 
that  the  deceased  entered  into  the  cnrtniclB  of  insurance  evidenced 
by  (he  policies  sued  upon  with  the  intention  of  defrauding  the  com- 
pany delendint  issuing  the  uinc. 

2.  The  cwidence  i^  not  sufficient  lo  warrant  (he  jury  in  finding  that 
the  deceased  eiKcreil  into  the  asiid  contracla  of  iiisuranc«  with  the 
intention  of  commiliing  suicide. 
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3.  The  evidence  upon  the  part  of  the  dcfi-ndant  docs  not  warrant 
any  infcrrncc  of  bet  which  constilulcs  a  defense  in  Uw  In  the  plain- 
liflf's  right  to  recover  the  amount  rfitc  iipon  the  mid  poticic& 

4,  The  mere  fact  that  the  imaurcd  cummitlcd  AuiciJe  does  not, 
standing  silonc.  avoid  the  policies,  there  being  no  condition  to  that 
effect  in  the  policies. 

Tcrrj's  case.   15  Wall.  586. 

S  If  one  whoKc  life  ia  injured,  intentionally  l<i1lH  hintself  when 
his  reasoninK  faculties  arc  so  far  impaired  by  insanity  ihjtt  he  is 
tjnabic  to  uiidersLand  the  ntoral  cha-racter  of  his  act.  even  if  he  does 
understand  ^l^  physical  nature,  cu  11  sequence  and  e£tect.  such  seli- 
deiiruction  will  not  of  itself  prevent  recovery  upon  iti*;  policies. 

John  HAHrruN  Uaiuics, 
KicHARU  C,  Dalf, 
GEORCE  TUCKKK  BiSPKAM. 

Attomeyxjow  IHaintiff. 

The  point*  itulimitled  on  behalf  o(  defendant  are  as  follows; 

I.  There  can  be  no  recovery  by  the  estate  of  a  dc^d  man.  of  the 
amount  of  policies  of  insurMncc  u|}on  his  life,  if  he  takes  his  own 
lilc  designedly  whikt  of  sound  mind. 

3.  If  you  find  clmt  Runk  cointiiitird  suicide  when  he  was  of  sound 
mind,  beinji  morally  and  mentally  conscious  of  the  act  he  was  about 
to  commit,  of  its  conie«|uences,  and  of  its  nature,  with  the  deliberate 
intent  10  >!ireurc  to  his  ettnle  and  to  hiv  crcdiiurK,  tKe  amount  of  the 
policies  sued  upon,  there  can  be  no  recovery. 

J.  If  you  find  that  Runtc  obtained  the  po1icie.>k  of  insurance  sued 
upon,  at  a  tinit  when  lie  was  insolvent  and  an  emliMrler,  with  the 
intent  thereby  to  sceitrc.  in  case  of  his  death,  from  the  defendant,  the 
fund  with  which  t«  pny  those  to  whom  he  was  indebted,  and  whose 
properly  he  had  embezzled;  that  he  sub^cquenily  committed  suicide 
whilst  of  Koiind  mind,  with  the  deliberate  intent  to  carry  out  this 
scheme,  there  can  be  no  recovery. 

4-  The  defendant  is  entitled  to  set  oflf  the  loss  occasioned  by  the 
failure  of  Runk  to  keep  liis  agicemcnt  not  to  die  by  his  own  hand 
within  two  years  of  the  date  thereof.  The  amount  of  tliis  lo»  caiwot 
b«  less  than  that  of  the  policies  sued  upon. 

In  the  closing  term  of  the  year,  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals,  the  case  caine  up  on  appeal.  Justice  Ache- 
son  delivered  the  opinion  as  follows,  affirming  the  judgment 
of  the  Circuit  Court  of  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania: 

AcHEsoN,  J.:  This  was  an  action  brought  by  A.  Howard  Ritter, 
executor  <L>i  the  last  will  of  William  M  Runk,  laic  of  the  city  ol 
Philadelphia,  deceased,  aKainst  the  Mutual  Life  Insnrance  Company 
of  New  York,  upon  six  policies  of  insurance,  together  amonnling  to 
the  sum  ol  $75,000.  all  ticarinK  dale  November  10,  iSyi,  issued  by 
the  defendant  eompany  to  William  M.  Runk  upon  his  life.    On  the 
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liltti  day  ol  October,  tfS^2,  Mr.  Runk.  with  great  deliberation,  com- 
millcd  suicide  by  a  i>islol  shot,  at  a  time  when,  a&  (he  evidence  indi- 
C2tcs  ami  ilir  jarj  has  Knind,  he  vtas  of  sound  mind  and  able  to 
understand  both  the  physical  and  the  moral  character  and  conse- 
(inences  of  his  act  of  seU-dcsirudion.  At  the  lime  of  his  suicide 
Mr.  Runk  carried  insurance  upon  hit  life  to  the  amount  ol  $5oa.oaa 
the  policies  for  which  had  been  issued  to  him  by  a  number  of 
different  cumiianics.  When  the  jioHciei  here  in  «uit  were  Ukcn,  Mr. 
Runk  already  earrifd  upon  his  life  policies  ol  insurance  issued  bjr 
other  companies  to  the  amount  ol  $3i5,ouo,  of  which  ^iJS.ooo  tad 
been  assigned  by  him  to  his  aunt.  Mrs,  Barcroii.  as  coilaieral 
security  (or  moneys  he  owed  her.  At  the  «amc  time  he  cl7ceted  the 
insurance  which  is  ihe  flubjcct-maiicr  of  this  suit.  Mr.  Rutik  took  out 
another  policy  of  insiirnnt'c  on  his  life  in  ihr  dcfcndaiil  cumpany  lor 
the  benefit  of  hiti  wife  for  Jxi.OOO.  Sltortly  thereafter,  in  the  tnonttt 
of  January,  ifkjj,  be  look  out  in  his  own  name  additional  insurance 
upon  his  life  to  the  amount  oi  Igo.oou  in  other  companies. 

In  connection  with  the  facts  already  slated,  there  was  evidence 
upon  the  trial  of  thii  case  tending  to  show  that  at  Ihe  time  the  poli- 
cies in  suit  were  taken  out,  Runk  was  insolveni,  that  his  entire  income 
did  not  exceed  $700  a  month,  out  of  which  he  had  to  support  his 
fomily;  that  theretofore  he  had  been  engaged  in.  .ind  thereafter  con- 
tinued to  be  cHEtaKcd  in.  slock  apcculaliun.i  uii  a  liirtic  scale,  i»  which 
he  lustsincd  heavy  losses,  that  he  liad  then  bcKim  a  system  of  sur- 
reptitious withdrawals  (amounting  at  his  death  (o  $86^000]  of  his  con* 
tribution  ol  $100,000  to  ihc  capital  stock  of  the  firm  of  Darlinj^on, 
Runk  St  Co.,  of  which  he  wait  a  member,  in  violaiioii  of  hift  iiartner- 
ship  obligations,  and  which  withdrawals  he  artfully  concealed,  and 
it  appenrcd  further  ihai,  before  the  date  of  the  policies  in  suit,  Mr. 
Runk  liad  embeziled  funds  ol  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Mission,  of 
which  he  was  treasurer,  to  the  amount  of  about  $jo,O0u. 

On  the  day  of  his  death,  or  the  day  before.  Mr.  Runk  wrote  a 
letter  to  the  executor  n.-inied  in  his  will.  Mr  Kilter,  givinfl  a  par- 
ticular account  ol  his  liabiliiies  and  a  hit  of  hin  insurance  policies, 
and  directing  the  application  of  the  insurance  moneys  to  his  indebt- 
edness. This  letter,  and  also  other  letters  in  evidence  written  by 
Mr.  Runk  juM  before  he  shot  himself,  clearly  evince  thai  he  delib- 
erately committet]  suicide  with  the  inicmiun  and  in  order  that  the 
insurance  be  had  cITccted  on  his  life  might  be  cotlcdcd  by  his  executor 
and  apphvd  to  the  payment  of  his  liabilities. 

As  ihe  case  went  to  the  jury,  the  only  iiueslion  of  fact  submitted 
to  that  tribumil  wan  the  ijueslion  of  the  testator's  sanity  al  the  time 
he  took  his  life.  Nevertheless,  error  is  assigned  to  the  relusal  of  the 
Court  to  afl^rni  the  plaintifTs  first  and  second  point*.  n:iine1y:  t.  The 
evidence  is  not  sufticicnt  to  warrant  thr  jury  in  finding  that  the 
deceased  entered  into  the  contracts  of  insurance  evidenced  by  the 
policies  sued  npoii  wiUi   the   intention   of  dcfrandinK   the  company 
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defendant  issuing  the  same.  a.  The  evidrnrr  is  not  sufficient  to  mr> 
rant  (be  judge  in  finding  that  the  decean^d  entered  into  the  said  con- 
tracts o(  insurance  with  the  intention  of  committing  suicide. 

The  KssignntentK  of  error  under  this  head  rstise  the  (lueslion  whether 
there  wiia  any  evidence  In  the  cause  which  would  have  justi&ed  the 
judiic  in  findinfi  that  the  policies  in  suit  had  been  taken  out  hy  Mr. 
Runk  with  the  fraudulent  purpose  of  ending  his  life  by  his  own 
hand.  We  think  titat  there  was  such  evidence,  and  that  iifhmiation 
of  the  above  (luoied  points  would  have  been  erroneous.  True,  it  was 
not  shown  by  the  declaration  o{  the  insured  or  by  other  like  positive 
evidence  ih;it  at  the  time  he  effected  the  insurance  he  had  formed 
the  purpose  to  take  his  life.  But  such  direct  evidence  of  dithonesi 
intention  is  rarely  obtainable. 

Fraudulent  intention  is  seldom  openly  avowed,  and  ordinarily  Its 
existence  must  be  deduced  from  the  circumstances  surrounding  Ihe 
particular  trunsaclion,  apparent  motive,  atid  considered  before  and 
after  ihe  event  Here  we  have  a  man  heavily  in  debt  and  insolvent, 
who  had  unlawfully  appropriated  to  his  own  use  trust  funds,  and  was 
in  constant  danger  of  exposure;  who  hail  plunged  into  hazardous 
Sloek  speculations,  and  who  wa<i  already  carrying  :in  nnus.iiul]y  large 
amount  of  life  insurance,  his  income  being  grossly  inadequate  to  pay 
the  accruing  premiums  on  that  insurance,  and  maintain  his  family. 

tn  this  desperate  slate  of  affairt  this  man  takes  out  additional  life 
insurance,  acnounting  (with  the  policy  in  Favor  of  his  wile)  lo  the 
large  sum  of  $i)5,ooo,  wliich  he  knew  he  c<mld  not  maintain  lor  any 
Ifreat  length  ol  time.  Then  about  two  months  later  we  find  him  still 
further  increasing  his  life  insurance  by  other  policies  to  the  amount 
of  fpo.ocpa  Nine  months  thereafter,  when  in  a  sane  condition  of 
mind,  he  takes  his  life,  with  the  express  purp'>se  L>f  enabling  his 
estate  to  realize  upon  his  life  policies,  leaving  specific  written  direc- 
tions to  his  executor  how  tn  apply  the  insurance  moneys  in  discharge 
o!  his  liabilities.  It  is.  indeed,  the  fact  that  Mr.  Jtunk's  suicide  fol- 
lowed immediately  after  certain  irregularities  in  liis  ctmduct  ol  the 
business  of  Darlington,  Runk  &  Co.  had  been  detected,  and  when  full 
exposure  of  his  misconduct  was  imminent.  Still,  however,  it  was 
for  a  jury  to  determine,  under  all  the  circumstances,  when  Mr,  Runk 
first  formed  (he  design  to  take  his  life,  and  the  evidence,  we  think, 
would  have  well  warranted  the  finding,  that  at  the  time  he  took  out 
the  policies  in  suit  he  was  preparing  for  the  worst,  and.  that  he  then 
contemplated  and  had  determined  upon  self-destruction  should  his 
stock  speculation*,  fail  him  in  the  near  future.  We  are  not  ilien  able 
to  sustain  any  of  the  assignments  of  error  upon  this  branch  ol  the 
case. 

The  plaintiS's  fourth  point  was  refu.>ied.  and  the  defendant's  first 
point  was  aRinnedi  and  the  court  charged  the  jury,  that  if  the  insured, 
Mr.  Runk,  was  in  a  sane  condition  of  mind  at  the  time  of  self-destruc- 
tion, his  suicide  wat  a  defense  tu  this  suit.    These  instructions  are 
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assisncd  lor  error,  and  ihe  assigomcnu  raise  ihc  question  whether 
Ihe  personal  representativrt  nt  one  who.  when  s^ane,  deliberately  kilta 
himacK  with  ihe  intent  lo  secure  to  his  estate  the  amount  of  iniuranee 
he  hu  effected  upon  his  life,  can  recover  tlic  insurance  money,  the 
polic/  containing  no  provision  with  resi>vct  to  suicide 

It  is  conceded  that  this  precise  queitiom  w»*  not  involved  or 
decided  in  any  case  i)ri(>r  lo  ihc  prcseni  one.  In  the  cases  broutfbi 
to  our  attention  where  suicide,  during  sanity,  by  the  person  whose 
life  was  insured,  was  hcM  not  to  be  a  ralid  defense,  the  policy  was 
issued  for  (he  benefit  of  some  other  person,  or  an  independent  interest 
by  assiKntncnt  or  otherwise,  had  been  acquired  by  a  person.  Not 
one  ol  the  decisions,  we  think,  gives  countenance  to  (he  idea  that 
the  personal  representative*  of  the  insured  can  recover  where  the 
latter,  whilM  sane,  deliberately  commits  suicide  for  th«  purpose  of 
compellinK  payment  of  the  insurance  money  to  his  estate.  That 
there  can  be  no  rtcovery  in  such  a  case  has  been  asserted  by  courts 
and  judKcs  whose  expressions  of  opinion  command  great   respect 

It  is  a  fundamental  condition  of  the  conir  ct  ol  '  fe  insurance,  even 
if  the  policy  be  silent  on  the  subfccl.  that  the  insured  while  in  a  sound 
mental  condition  will  not  voluntarily  destroy  hit  life  The  contract 
would  lack  mutuality  of  obligation  if  the  insured  at  his  own  pleasure, 
by  intentional  sell-destruction,  could  terminate  the  payment  ol  the 
tiipulaled  premiums  and  precipitate  the  payment  of  the  sum  insured. 
To  sanction  a  recovery  In  such  a  case  would  he  to  reward  fraud  and 
encouraxe  wrong-doing. 


The  rcmsining  assignments  of  error  relate  to  the  instructions  of  the 
court  as  to  what  constilutes  thai  degree  of  mental  unsoundness  which 
will  relieve  against  what  otherwise  would  be  the  cotuc(|ucncc  of  scU- 
deKtrucilon.  Here  it  seems  to  be  proper  to  cite  at  length  the  plain- 
lifTft  iiflh  point,  and  the  answer  thereto  and  the  accompanying  obser- 
vations made  by  the  court    These  were  as  follows: 

•■5.  U  one  whose  life  is  insured  imcndonaHy  kilts  himself  when  his 
reasoning  faculties  are  so  far  impaired  by  insanity  thai  he  is  unable  to 
understand  the  moral  character  of  his  act,  even  if  he  dt>e^  understand 
its  physical  nature,  consequence  and  effect,  such  self^iGstruction  will 
not  of  itself  prevent  recovery  ujjon  the  ixtlides. 

This  is  aflirmed.  I  will  say,  however,  thai  we  must  underatand  what 
is  meant  and  intended  by  the  term  moral  character  of  his  act.  It  is  a 
term  which  has  been  used  by  the  courts  and  is  correctly  inserted  in  the 
point ;  but  it  i^  a  term  which  might  be  misunderstood. 

We  are  rot  to  enter  the  domrtin  of  metaphysics  in  determining  what 
constitutes  insanity,  so  far  as  the  subject  is  involved  in  this  case.  If 
Mt,  Rimk  un<lcTslnod  what  he  was  doing,  and  the  con.icqucnrea  of  his 
act  or  acts  to  himself  as  well  as  tu  others,  in  other  words,  as  a  man  of 
soimd  mind  wniikl,  the  consequences  to  follow  from  his  contemplated 
suicide  to  himsetf,  his  character,  his  family  and  others,  and  was  able  to 
comprehend  the  wion^fulnesi  of  what  he  was  about  lr>  do,  as  a  sane  man 
would,  then  be  is  to  be  regarded  by  you  as  sane.     Otherwise  he  ia  not." 
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In  a  subsequent  pan  of  the  cbarse  tht  coun  uid: 

"I,  ihcreTore,  rharge  yo«  that  if  ht  was  in  a  sane  condition  of  mind 
al  the  time,  as  1  have  dc3<:nl>cd,  iihk  to  understand  the  moral  chancier 
and  consequences  of  his  act,  bis  suicide  is  a  defense  to  the  sutL" 

We  are  not  able  to  discover  in  theiie  indructionit  anjthing  of  which 
th«  plaintiff  in  error  can  justly  coniplain, 

The  cxplaiiaiory  remarks  which  the  learned  cuurt  made  in  connec- 
tion with  liiK  afiirmaucc  <>(  Ihp  plainiiiT's  fifth  point  were  pertinent 
and  proper.  Upon  the  question  of  insanity  the  jury  was  plainly 
informed  that  to  prevent  a  recovery  it  wa*  not  enougli  that  Mr.  Runk 
underslood  tlic  physical  nature,  consequence,  and  efFect  n(  his  act  of 
self-destruction,  but  that  he  nm«  have  also  understood  the  moral 
character  and  consequences  of  the  act.  and  that,  if  he  did  not  compre- 
hend its  wrongfulness,  he  was  to  be  regarded  by  ike  jury  as  insane. 

Nor  were  the  instructions  of  the  couri  inadequate  to  the  facts  ol 
the  case.  We  think  thai  ihey  fully  covered  the  question  of  insanity 
here  involved.  Wc  do  not  perceive  that  in  the  instruction*  com- 
plained ol  ihcrr  was  any  deiiarlurc  from  the  principles  approved  by 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  cases  of  Life  Insurance  Company  vk.  Terry; 
Insurance  Company  vj.  Rodcl;  Manhattan  Liie  Insurance  Company 
vs.  Broughton,  and  Connecticut  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  vs. 
Aken. 

The  charse.  wc  think,  conformed  to  the  rulings  in  those  cases. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  Ihiit  record  discloses  no  error,  and  the 
judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court  is  afErtued. 
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PROBLEMATICAL  CASES. 

IMnETERMINATE— DISPUTABLE — VVZZLtHd — NON-PKOVEN. 

WALTON  DWIGHT. 

Colonel  Walton  Dwight  was  a  proinincni  atwl  respected  cili- 
zeii  of  Biiighaniton,  N.  Y.,  for  many  years.  He  was  pro- 
prietor of  one  of  its  local  newspapers,  was  at  one  lime  mayor 
ot  the  city,  and  liad  been  colonel  of  ii  regiment  from  that  part 
of  Llie  Stale  during  the  war.  He  was  a  large  real  estate  opera- 
tor, having  built  a  section  of  Binghaniton  known  as  Dwiglit- 
villc,  and  also  a  handsome  hotel  called  the  Dwight  House, 
which  was  surrounded  by  fifty  cottages.  Tlic  city  had  no 
more  public-spirited  and  no  more  popular  citizen.  He  was  a 
man  of  commanding  presence,  six  feet  three  in  lieiglil.  of  large 
frame,  weight  225  pounds,  age  forty-one,  and  apparently  in 
robust  health.  His  biographers  describe  him  as  a  "  splendid 
fellow,"  and  he  described  himself  as  a  man  accustomed  to 
"  bore  with  a  big  auger." 

His  business  operations  lud  always  been  on  a  grand  scale, 
and  largely  based  upon  borrowed  money.  According  to  his 
own  sworn  sLitemetit,  he  had  lived  at  the  rate  of  eighteen 
thousand  dollars  a  year,  and  had  accumulated  four  hundred 
thousand  dollars  of  debt,  besides  dissipating  his  wife's  fortune, 
and  rendering  her  insolvent  to  a  large,  if  not  almost  an  equal, 
amount.  He  finally  was  beset  on  all  sides  by  creditors,  mem- 
bers of  his  wife's  family  being  among  the  most  rapacious  and 
exacting.  In  testimony  given  in  187S,  during  the  bankruptcy 
proceedings  which  lie  had  instituted  for  his  relief,  he  swore 
as  follows:  "I  received  a  notice  that  Dusenberry  (his  wife's 
uncle)  was  about  to  sell  the  c(|uily  interest  in  this  estate,  thereby 
sweeping  the  la*t  plank  from  under  me."  Again,  he  says.  "  It 
was  just  like  killing  me.  and  1  felt  as  though  I  was  sold  out 
by  everybody  and  everything."     At  another  time,  in  the  same 


B82 


PROBLEMATICAL  CASES. 


proceedings,  he  state^l,  undirr  oath,  that  he  hati  but  eight  dol- 
lars "  on  the  face  of  the  earth,"  and  his  wife  but  tuo  dollars; 
and  that  he  was  borroft-ing  money  (rom  his  brother  Ward  to 
pay  the  bills  for  board  of  himself  and  wife  at  the  Spaulding 
House. 

When  Dwight  was  in  the  plenitude  of  power,  his  kinsfolk 
and  his  neighbors  in  Broome  County  regarded  him  as  some- 
thing little  short  of  a  dcini-god.  He  was  "  king  of  the  com- 
mons," and  in  their  admiring  eyes  the  king  could  do  no  wrong. 
When  his  vast  rnter()riBes  came  to  naught,  and  he  was  stranded, 
a  Bnancial  wreck,  the  willing  subjects  of  his  autocracy  had  lull 
faith  in  his  ability  to  rebound  with  acrobatic  elasticity,  and  in 
his  own  goofl  time,  from  the  scat  of  restored  credit  and  afflu- 
ence, to  survey  the  gulf  of  misfortune  from  which  he  had 
safely  emerged. 

But  that  gulf  was  so  broad  and  deep  that  even  this  man  of 
wonderful  grasp  and  apparently  limitless  capacity  was  appalled 
by  its  magnilutle.  He  wore  a  mask  to  conceal  the  ilis^piietude 
that  was  consuming  him,  and  none — not  even  his  intimates — 
could  penetrate  the  disguise,  and  discover  that  the  old  pluck 
and  manhood  and  self-reliance  were  slipping  away  from  him. 
His  wealthy  father-in-law,  with  confidence  in  his  reactive  vigor, 
offered  him  hie  check  for  a  quarter  of  a  million.  With  charac- 
teristic pride  and  hauteur  lie  refused  it 

In  this  refusal  lie  knew  lliat  he  was  giving  another  illustration 
of  the  proverb,  "  pride  goelli  before  destrucdon,  and  a  haughty 
spirit  before  a  (all."  Perhaps  he  foresaw  that  even  with  that 
bountiful  help  the  gulf  could  not  be  bridged' — that  it  was 
impassable  for  liim.  Tliose  who  take  this  view  will  judge  his 
refusal  mildly;  yet  under  any  view  of  the  circumstances  the 
question  comes  up,  how  can  such  exhibition  of  pride  in  declin- 
ing tlie  generosity  of  the  father-in-law  be  reconciled  with  the 
total  absence  of  pride  which  fountl  expression  in  willingness  to 
father  his  debts  upon  the  life  insurance  companies?  For  that 
he  came  to  this  resolve  as  the  speediest  means  of  extrication 
from  the  disheartening  consequences  of  his  bankruptcy,  either 
by  the  sacrifice  of  a  life  which  (or  him  was  no  longer  worth 
li\nng,  or  by  its  pretended  sacrifice,  the  substitution  of  another 
body,  and  his  escape  to  a  foreign  country,  those  who  closely 
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wnlchcd  Uic  course  of  events  (ully  belicvcO.  Those  who  took 
llic  latter  view  still  adhere  to  it  in  the  lapse  of  years  with 
unshaken  pertinacity.  The  asseveration!:  o(  the  Broome  County 
aUhcrcnls  and  pensioners,  the  declarations  o(  doctors,  the  (lis- 
jiutations  of  lawyers,  the  confident  theories  of  detectives,  the 
aftinnaiions  and  negations  of  exptrt  testimony  have  never 
altered  their  convictions.  Nevertheless  there  wai  much  in  his 
conduct,  his  voluntao"  exposure,  (or  example,  to  pneumonia 
by  repeatedly  awimniLnfi:  across  the  Susquelianoa  in  very  cold 
weather  and  his  persistence  in  taking  excessive  quantities  of 
morphia  anil  gulscmium,  |>articularly  the  latter — to  point  to  a 
fixed  puqjose  of  selMeslruclion.  It  was  testified  to  upon  tlw 
stand  that  in  the  last  weeks  of  his  life  he  declared  tliat  "  he 
would  rather  I>e  in  hell  than  be  poor." 

Col.  Dwighl  was  not  discharged  from  bankruptcy  until 
November  6th,  nine  days  before  his  death;  but  on  the  31&I 
day  of  July  he  began  to  apply  for  life  insurance  as  an  available 
means  of  provirting  (or  his  obligations,  antl  before  the  middle 
of  September  he  had  made  formal  applications  to  thirty-one 
coiiipaniea  for  a  sum  in  the  aggrcgute  of  ihree  hundred  and 
ninety  thousand  dollars,  requiring  annual  premiums  of  about 
thirteen   thousand  dollars. 

Twenty-one  companies  accepted  the  risk,  as  noted  herewith. 
For  an  amount  requiring  annual  premium  payments  of  eight  or 
nine  thou&and  dollars: 

Equitable.   N.   Y $50,000 

Miinhattaii,   N.   Y jo,ooo 

MuluaJ  Benefit.  N.  J iSiOOO 

NurthwKlern,  Milwaukee  t 15.000 

Cermania,  N.  Y   tStOOD 

idns.  Conn 10.000 

N«w  York.  N.  Y 10.000 

Union   Mutual.   Maine 10,000 

Travelers.  Conn.   10.000 

Nntirinal,    Vprmont    tofion 

Wu.ihingtnn.  N.   Y lOAOO 

New  KnsUnd.  Boston  10,000 

Berkshire,   PitufieW   10,000 

United  Slates.  N.  Y lo.ooo 

MasxachuKcttx,  Springfield  lo^ioo 

Mclfopolitan,  N.   Y lo.ooo 

Carried  forward J^yooa 
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Brought  forward. $235,000 

Suit;   Muliuil,    Ma&s lo.ooa 

National,  U.  S.  A 5.ooo 

Hom<eopathic,  N.  Y 5.000 

Home.   N.  Y 5,Qoo 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y 5,000 

Total $»5S.ooo 

This  "noble  specimen  of  manhood  "  was  so  popular  in  his 
own  commtinity  that  his  neighbors  scornfully  resented  the 
iniputation^  that  followed  these  transactions.  Vel  some  of 
them  could  easily  recall  how  when  he  was  only  twenly-eight  he 
invcigk'tl  the  cautious  fossils  of  the  Broome  County  Bank 
into  furnishing  the  sum  of  .$^00,000  to  purchase  pine  timber 
land  in  Canada,  and  how  he  bought  the  land  for  much  less 
money,  and  how  he  refused  to  return  llie  balanec,  and  how. 
when  suit  was  brought  to  recover,  the  jury  disagreed,  and  how 
with  the  "swag'*' — that  is  the  word  in  such  cases — he  bought 
the  Dickinson  properly  known  as  "  The  Orchard,"  and  in- 
vested in  an  extended  plan  of  Improvetnents.  and  how  on  one 
CKcasion.  when  his  family  were  away  visiting  and  no  one  was 
left  at  fionif  but  himself,  the  mansion  and  contents,  insured 
for  $35,000.  were  destroyed  by  fire  soon  after  he  had  quitted 
the  house  to  rejoin  the  family.  These  and  similar  incidents 
were,  possibly,  susceptible  of  satisfactory  explanation  by  his 
adherents.  What  the  insurance  companies  more  particularly 
wanted  in  the  later  scenes  of  dramatic  performance  was  an 
cxjitanation  nf  the  false  answers  in  the  application  by  which 
ihcy  were  deceived.  Taking  the  application  of  the  company 
that  came  forward  to  stand  a  trial  test,  the  Gcrmania,  as  a 
type,  CoL  Dwight  answered  the  (jucstions  here  appended  as 
(oil  owe: 

1.  In  what  occupation  has  he  been  enpaged  during  the  last 
ten  years? — Ans.  Real  estate  and  grain  dealer. 

2.  Is  he  now.  or  has  he  been,  engaged  in  or  connected  with 
the  manufacture  or  sale  of  any  beer.  wine,  or  other  intoxicating 
liquor? — Ans.  No. 

3.  Whether  the  party  to  be  assured  Is  now,  or  has  been, 
insured  in  other  companies;  in  which,  and  for  what  amount 
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in  each?  State  exactly  on  what  kind  of  policy. — Ans.  Yes: 
Mutual,  N.  Y.,  fifteen  year  endowment,  ten  thousand  dollars; 
Coiuiecticut  Mutual,  ordinary  li(e.  fifteen  thousand  dollars; 
Washington,  ordinary  life,  tea  tliousand  dollars;  Equitable, 
ordinary  life,  ten  thousand  dollars. 

4.  Whether  an  assurance  has  been  applied  for  with  this  or 
any  other  company  without  having  led  to  an  assurance;  if  so. 
with  which  companies;  and  for  what  reason  did  the  application 
not  lead  to  an  assurance?— Ans.  No. 

5.  Has  the  party  now,  or  has  the  same  ever  had.  any  of  the 
following  diseases:  spitting  of  blood,  bronchitis,  consumption, 
etc^Ana.  No. 


1.  It  was  in  evidence  tliat  Col.  Dwight,  during  tiis  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  in  1878,  swore  that  his  whole  occupation 
from  1872  consiste<l  in  fighting  his  lawsuits  anil  keeping  the 
D wight  House. 

2.  It  was  proved,  and  not  disputed,  that  he  sold  liquors 
during  the  whole  period  of  time  which  he  kept  the  Dwight 
House. 

3.  It  was  proved,  and  not  disputed,  that  he  never  was 
insured  in  the  Mutual  Life  of  New  York,  nor  in  the  Connecticut 
Mutual  Ljfe. 

4.  It  was  proved,  and  not  disputed,  that  he  had  made  appli- 
cations to  the  Phtenix  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  and 
others,  which  had  not  led,  and  never  did  lead,  to  an  assurance. 

5.  It  was  proved  by  several  witnesses  that  he  had,  in  March, 
1867,  severe  cough  with  repeated  spitting  of  blood,  amount- 
ing in  at  least  one  instance  to  a  copious  hemorrhage,  and 
tliat  he  had  repeatedly  said  tint  he  had  had  hemorrhages  from 
the  lungs;  also  that  he  ''expected  the  damned  thing  would 
carry  him  ofF."  This  testimony  was  not  disputed  by  the  plain- 
tifl,  who  freely  admitted  the  spitting  of  blood,  but  claimed  that 
it  was  not  a  disease.  At  the  apex  of  one  lung,  at  the  first 
autopsy,  was  found  a  "cicatrix,"  or  "fibrous  nodule,''  a  lesion 
which  was  noted  on  the  official  notes  subscribed  to  by  the 
fifteen  physicians  present  as  bwng  "  probably  the  result  of  old 
pulmonary  phthisis." 
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The  truth  of  the  answers  to  the  foregoing  questions  was 
warranted  in  the  usual  form,  and  under  the  usual  stipulation 
tliat  if  any  of  the  answers  in  the  application  were  in  any  respect 
iimnic,  the  poHcy  should  be  null  and  void.  If  the  Gcrmania 
and  the  associatt-d  companies  had  ehosen  to  eonlcst  payment 
on  the  ground  of  such  dcceptiun,  they  could  have  successfully 
resisted  a  claim.  The  law  in  New  York  State  requires  the 
judge  to  decide  upon  legal  points,  and  nm  to  allow  a  case  to 
go  to  the  jury  when  there  is  no  conflict  of  testimony.  But  tlie 
companies  were  not  willing  to  win  the  case  upon  purely  tech- 
nical grounds.  Their  contention  was  based  upon  the  con- 
viction that  fraud  had  been  perpetrated  which  called  for  retri- 
butive justice.  Resistance  was  in  the  interest  of  good  morals 
and  public  policy,  as  well  as  in  defense  of  the  funds  that 
belonged  to  honest  policyholders. 

The  circumstances  attending  Dwight's  insurance  and  his  suc- 
ceeding death  or  disappearance  wcrr,  to  view  them  in  the  most 
charitable  light,  suspicious.  The  large  insurance  upon  his  life 
required  an  amount  of  ready  money  for  periodical  payments 
beyond  his  reach;  the  second  quarter's  premiums  were  nearly 
due;  as  he  was  short  of  means,  there  was  danger  of  lapse;  he 
had  procured  hi&  discharge  in  banVniptcy.  and  in  that  way  a 
clearance  of  indebtedness  amounting  to  $400,000.  so  that  in 
case  of  his  death,  his  creditors  could  not  touch  a  cent  of  the 
insurance  money,  and  an  immediate  death  would  save  the 
policies  from  lapse;  he  had  his  hair  and  beard,  of  which  he 
liad  always  been  very  proud,  suddenly  cut  off,  which  rendered 
him  unrecognizable  to  many  of  his  nearest  acquaintances;  he 
sent  his  son  away:  he  liad  with  him  as  an  accomplice  a  man 
named  Charles  W.  Hull,  who  was  notorious  as  a  promoter  of 
the  Cardiff  Giant  fraud,  and  this  individual  testified  to  having 
been  the  only  witness  of  the  Colonel's  death :  he  made  a  wiH  dis- 
tributing money  in  such  a  way  as  would  most  likely  promote 
deception  and  create  a  strong  public  sentiment  favorable  to 
the  testator;  $10,000  was  given  for  Christmas  dinners  for  the 
poor;  $7,500  for  a  library;  $I,ooo  for  an  annual  dinner  for  tile 
newspaper  men;  $3,000  (or  the  Binghamton  fire  department; 
$5,000  to  the  coroner  who  wa.s  to  hold  the  inquest  upon  the 
body;  and  $10,000  to  the  surrogate  who  was  to  i>ass  upon  the 
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will.  Why  should  money  have  b*en  left  to  these  ofliciaJs?  Is 
it  customary  for  men  in  making  wills  to  insert  beiguests  to 
coroners  and  suirogates?  Did  not  such  extraordinary  pro- 
Cfdurc,  taken  in  connection  witli  the  other  circumstances, 
justify  llie  suspicion  that  it  was  a  piece  of  strategy  to  buy  the 
indulgent  consideration  of  these  officials?  In  espousing'  his 
cause  they  would  contend  vigorously  for  their  promised  inheri- 
tance. 

With  the  vigor  which  characterized  the  administration  of  the 
United  Stales  Life  Insurance  Company,  its  executive  officers 
soon  acquired  evidence  to  invalidate  the  claims  of  these  henc- 
ticiaries.  They  had  direct  and  collateral  proof  of  liis  pulmon- 
ary hemorrhages:  they  had  acknowledgments  over  his  own 
signature,  and  corroborative  statements  from  others.  In  an- 
swer to  the  question,  "  Has  the  party  hatl  spitting  or  cough- 
ing of  blDo<i?"  Dwnght  answered  "  no,"  but  added  on  the  mar- 
gin, "  see  note."  When  asked,  in  the  course  of  correspond- 
ence, for  explanation  of  this  direction,  he  said  that  lie  had 
taken  a  very  scrittus  cold  ten  years  before,  and  the  cough  was 
so  violent  as  to  start  blood  from  the  nose  and  throat:  never- 
theless he  did  not  consider  that  it  was  worth  taking  into 
account,  and  therefore  answered  in  the  negative.  AVhethcr  it 
was  of  little  account,  when  taken  in  connection  with  his  truthful 
admissions,  may  be  inferred  fnim  one  .wntcnce  in  the  report  of 
tlic  autopsy  made  by  Dr.  Dclaficld.  He  .said:  "Upper  lobe, 
right  lung,  at  apex,  several  small  fibrous  nodules,  probably  the 
result  of  old  pulmonary  phtliKis," 

Upon  discovery  of  the  leading  Ecalurcs  of  the  history,  the 
president  of  the  company,  Mr.  T.  H.  Brosnan,  sent  an  agent 
to  Binghamton  to  inform  Du-ight  of  the  detection  of  his  mis- 
representations. They  had  traced  his  footsteps  through  bis 
devious  windings,  and  they  had  learned  why,  when  sick  even 
unto  death,  and  under  medical  surveillance,  he  stole  away  from 
home  under  cover  of  night,  and  took  a  sleeping-car  for  New 
York  city.  The  agent  was  instructed  to  tender  return  of  the 
quarltrly  premiums,  and  to  demand  surrender  of  the  policy, 
which,  under  the  deception  that  had  been  practiced,  would  be 
regarded  as  null  and  void.  The  agent  was  treated  with  defi- 
ance, and  surrender  was  contemptuously  refused.     This  Hector 


PROBLEMATICAL  CASES. 


"understood  his  rights,  and  knew  what  he  was  doing."  The 
company  preferred  to  fight  it  out  during  tlie  lifc-tinic  o(  the 
aggressor;  the  arrogant  colonel  preferred  to  leave  a  legacy  of 
litigation,  and  to  take  the  chances  of  a  stained  and  clouded 
reputation. 

During  the  month  of  September  and  the  first  ten  days  of 
October,  1878,  Col.  Dwight  spent  most  of  his  time  in  hunting 
in  the  neighborhood  of  Windsor,  N.  Y.,  over  a  country  which 
is  extremely  hiily  or  semi -mountainous.  About  October  nth 
it  was  announced  that  he  was  unwell.  News  of  his  alleged 
illness  reaching  the  insurance  companies,  their  suspicions  were 
aroused,  and  Dr.  Charles  H.  Porter  was  seul  to  see  him  on 
November  6lh.  Dr.  Porter  found,  after  very  careful  examina- 
tion, nothing  abnormal  witii  any  of  the  organs  oE  Col.  Dwight, 
and  obtained  from  Dwight's  physician,  in  his  presence,  tlie 
history  of  an  obscure  illness  in  which  tlic  only  objective  symp- 
toms had  been  some  vomiting  ami  sumc  evidences  of  a  par- 
oxystn,  said  to  resemble  an  attack  of  peniicious  fever,  but 
which  had  lasted  only  a  fe^v  minutes,  and  in  which  the  tempera- 
tufiC  had  not  risen  above  or  fallen  below  «>84',  and  Ihe  pulse 
not  over  80.  Suspecting  that  Co!.  Dwight  might  be  suffering 
from  chronic  arsenical  poisoning.  Dr.  Porter  asked  for  Uie 
usual  chemical  analysis,  but  was  met  with  tlic  reply  that  f'ow- 
Icr's  solution  was  being  administered,  and  that  therefore  arsenic 
would  of  necessity  be  exhibited  in  the  renal  secretion. 

The  evidence  for  the  defense  gave  no  account  of  what  occur- 
red in  the  history  of  Col.  Dwight  between  the  6th  and  ijtli  of 
November. 

Tn  order  to  obtain  some  information  concerning  the  day  of 
his  death,  Mrs,  Owens,  a  sister  of  Mrs.  Dwight,  was  placed 
upon  the  stand.  According  to  her  statement,  the  apartments 
occupied  by  Col.  Dwight  were  in  a  scmi-<Ietachcd  cottage, 
which  fonned  a  part  of  the  .Spaulding  House,  in  Binghamton. 
They  consisted  of  a  sitting-room,  entered  directly  from  a  cor- 
ridor, and  communicating  with  a  bedroom  which  was  furnished 
with  one  win<low  opening  upon  the  ground.  In  the  sitting- 
room  was  an  open  fire  or  stove.  Tlie  betl  in  the  cliambcr  had 
a  high  head-board,  of  such  a  chanirttT  that  it  would  be  easily 
possible  for  a  man  to  hang  himself  whilst  in  bed. 
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During  the  day  of  November  15th,  Col  Dwight  was  up, 
dressed,  saw  vanoiis  persons  in  his  sitting-room,  executed  legal 
papers  in  a  clear,  bold  hand,  was  I>athcd,  and  had  his  beard 
cut  off  by  a  twrbcr.  Between  8  and  9  o'clock  P.  M.,  Mr. 
Charles  A.  Hull  made  his  a]>pcarancc.  About  half-past  nine 
Dr.  D.  S.  Burr  called,  chatted  a  few  moments,  and  then  left. 
Mrs.  Dwight  and  Mrs.  Owens  left  tlie  room  1  few  minutes 
after  the  doctor.  Col.  Dwight  bidding  them  good-night.  They 
retired  to  their  room  on  the  other  side  of  the  corridor,  where 
they  slept  together.  At  about  half-past  eleven  ibey  were 
aroused  by  a  rap  upon  the  door.  Mrs.  Dwight  instantly  arose 
and  went  to  her  husband's  room,  Mrs.  Owens  following  in 
two  or  three  minutes.  Mrs.  Owens  found  in  the  room  Mr. 
Hull,  W.  F.  Spaulding  (the  proprietor  of  the  hotel),  and  Mrs. 
Dwight.  Col.  Dwight  gave  nu  sign  of  life  after  she  entered. 
He  was  su])portcd  on  pillows,  and  Mr.  Si^aulding  was  trying 
to  give  him  brandy,  hut  desisted  in  a  few  minutes,  saying  that 
he  could  not  swallow  it.  At  the  sugKf^stion  of  soim-  one,  hot 
water  was  obtained  and  Col.  Dwighl's  hands  were  put  into  it. 
Something  over  half  an  honr  after  Mrs,  Owens  went  to  the 
room,  the  undertaker  arrived.  Mrs.  Dwight  and  Mrs.  Owens 
then  went  into  another  room  anc!  went  to  bed 

In  order  to  complete  the  story  at  ibis  point,  it  is  necessary 
to  draw  on  the  evidence  furnished  by  Ncrl  Pine,  the  attorney 
of  Col.  Dwight,  who  was  put  upon  the  stand  by  the  plaintilT. 
He  staled  that  on  November  15th  he  called  on  Col.  Dwight  to 
transact  certain  legal  buRtness.  and  10  inquire  concerning  the 
inmU  for  the  payment  of  the  aecond  (piartpr'a  premium  which 
would  be  dnc  on  the  njth.  Col.  Dwight  replied  that  he  had 
no  money  to  pay  it.  but  that  he  (Mr.  Pine)  had  better  sec  Mr. 
Dusenberry.  his  father-in-law.  who  he  (Dwight)  thought  would 
advance  the  neccssar>'  funds.  Mr.  Ncri  Pine  further  stated 
that  Col.  Dwight  gave  him  no  reascn  for  supposing  that  any 
arrangement  had  been  perfected  with  Mr.  Dusenberry,  but  told 
him  "  that  he  was  going  to  make  arrangements  with  his  father- 
in-law." 

Fly  the  morning  after  this  interview,  death  had  10  all  appear- 
ances rendered  unnecessary  any  call  by  Mr.  Neri  Pine  upon 
Mr.  Duseiiberry's  gowl  nature. 
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In  the  last  will  and  testament  of  Col.  Dwight,  he  was  frank 
enough  to  state  that  his  only  assets  were  the  moneys  to  be 
derived  from  the  life-insurance  companies,  and  that  he  did  not 
consider  ]iiniself  morally  or  otherwise  required  lo  pay  anything 
to  his  creditors,  from  whom  he  escaped  through  his  bank- 
ruptcy ]>roceeding5.  At  the  same  time,  as  has  heretofore  been 
noted,  he  heqiieathcd  large  sums  for  a  purpose  the  artifice  and 
significance  of  which  would  seem  to  have  been  as  transi)arent 
at  the  time  as  it  is  to-day.  Nor  is  it  any  easier  at  this  late  day 
than  it  was  then  to  reconcile  such  a  conflicting  attitude  with 
the  ethics  and  the  equities  which  govern  the  relations  and  the 
transactions  of  honorable  men. 

With  a  similar  flourish,  and  an  eye  to  stage-effect,  this 
grand  scigiiair  directed  a  number  of  trifling  sums,  from  $1.6o 
upwards,  to  be  paid  to  certain  small  creditors,  who  were  spe- 
cifically nanied,  'ITiis  eageniess  to  pay  his  petty  persona!  debts 
seemed  to  indicate  that  he  expected  to  die  soon.  After  the 
payment  of  the  legacies,  the  will  provided  that  the  bulk  of  the 
money  to  be  derived  from  the  insurance  companies  should  pass 
to  his  wife  and  son.  but  if  the  wife  should  not  be  released  from 
bankruptcy,  her  share  was  to  go  to  the  son.  in  order  to  prcvtnt 
its  being  used  for  the  payment  of  debts.  His  frame  of  mind 
is  refl^cled  in  the  following  statement  in  the  will:  "  I  have  lived 
lo  that  age,  and  been  subject  to  such  experience,  that  I 
have  no  further  ambition  for  myself  beyond  leaving  my  family 
comfortable,  and  with  sufBcient  means  to  enable  them  to  live 
as  they  were  in  the  habit  of  living  heretofore,  and  also  in  mak- 
ing such  friendly  bequests  to  those  who  are  endeared  to  me 
from  association  and  kindly  acts,  as  will  leave  pleasant  memo- 
ries behind  me  when  I  start  on  the  long  journey," 

From  a  carefully  written  discussinn*  of  llie  medico-legal 
aspects  of  the  case  by  Dr.  Horatio  C.  Wood,  of  Philadelphia, 
the  following  interesting  passages  are  extracted: 

Fifty-eight  hour.t  after  death  the  first  autopsy  was  made  on 
the  alleged  body  of  Col.  Dwight.  The  results  obtained  were 
testified  to  on  the  part  of  the  defense  by  Dr.  John  Swinburne, 
and  arc  embodied  in  the  first  hypothetical  question  herein  pre- 
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scnted.  A  second  autopsy  was  made  about  five  months  after 
death  in  the  presence  of  various  physicians.  The  results 
obtained  were  tcslificd  to  by  Drs.  Swinburne,  Sherman,  and 
Bridges,  and  arc  also  cnibodied,  so  Tar  as  tliey  are  of  any 
importance,  in  the  hypotlietica]  question. 

Before  taking  up  iticse  cjuestions.  it  seems  proper  to  give  a 
little  more  in  detail  the  evidence  subiiiittcd  by  the  dcfeii&e  in 
regard  to  two  or  three  points. 

As  to  the  coitdition  of  the  heart.  Dr.  Swinburne  testified 
that  the  heart  was  perfectly  healthy  in  every  particular,  excejjt 
that  Kome  little  thickening  was  noticed  around  the  edges  of  the 
valves,  and  that  .it  the  second  autopsy  he  carefully  examined 
the  coronary  artery  and  found  it  entirely  normal. 

Dr.  Sherman  testified  that,  at  the  second  autopsy,  he  found 
the  heart  remarkably  firm,  and  in  a  good  state  of  preservation; 
that  he  had  prepared  about  one  hundred  and  fifty  slides  of  its 
walls  for  microscopical  examination,  and  found  in  each  the 
muscular  fibre  perfectly  normal.  He  had  with  htm  in  court  a 
number  of  these  specimens,  and  offered  them  for  examination 
by  any  experts  who  might  Ijc  called  by  the  plaintiff,  but  no 
such  cxaminaliou  was  made. 

Dr.  Austin  Mint,  Jr.,  slated  that  he  had  examined  a  number 
of  these  slides,  and  found  the  heart-tissues  normal.  Dr.  H.  C. 
Wood  eonfinned  this  condition  of  the  muscle-fihrc  in  the  slides 
which  he  had  examined.  Dr.  E.  H.  Bridges  testified  that  he 
had  examined  the  heart  both  microscopically  and  micro- 
scopically, and  found  it  normal.* 

When  it  is  home  in  mind  that  Col.  Dwnght  was  an  athletic 
man,  in  the  prime  of  life,  fort>'-anc  years  of  age;  had  spent 
the  last  months  of  his  life  hunting  in  a  hilly  country  without 
suffering  from  shortness  of  breath  or  other  distress;  that  the 
lesions  in  the  body  were  entirely  diverse  from  those  found  after 
death  from  heart-failure;  that  the  he-nrt  had  emptied  itself  of 
blood,  and  ceased  its  action  in  systole;  that  there  was  no  e\'i- 
dencc  whatsoever  at  the  trial  in  any  way  contradicting  the 


•The  perfect  condition  of  the  hcan  at  the  second  autopsy  was 
hrgtly  du«  to  the  fact  that,  after  ihe  cinsure  of  the  bndy  at  ihc  first 
autopsy,  the;  undertaker  poured  into  the  thoracic  cavity  a  pini  of 
conceniraird  toluiion  o\  carbolic  acid,  anenic.  camjihur,  aniJ  corro- 
sive sublimate, 
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statements  made  l>y  Dni.  Swinburne,  Sherman,  and  Bridges; 
that  the  heart,  carefully  cxaminctl  macroscopically,  appeared  to 
be  perfectly  normal;  and  the  assertions  of  I)rs.  Sherman, 
Bridges,  A.  Flint,  Jr.,  and  H.  C.  Wood,  that  the  fibres  were 
shown  by  microscopical  examination  to  have  their  striae  well 
marked,  and  to  b*;  entirely  free  from  degeneration — the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  condition  of  the  heart  must  be  considered  as 
settled.  Certainly  no  opinion  that  death  resmlted  from  heart- 
failure  could  be  given  upon  the  evidence  (urnislied  at  the  trial. 

In  regard  to  the  existence  of  sufcrftcial  cmphysnna  of  the 
tuttg  as  present  at  the  first  autopsy,  Dr.  Swinburne  testified 
minutely  and  positively,  although  from  some  oversight  this 
testimony  was  not  embodied  in  the  hypothetical  question  u  to 
the  cause  of  death  as  given  a  little  later.  Siich  recent,  fresh 
rupture  of  the  upper  air-vesicles  is,  in  itself,  almost  sufficient 
to  prove  that  a  man  has  died  from  an  obstruction  to  respiration 
in  the  throat.  To  rupture  the  air-vesicles  there  must  be  great 
internal  pressure,  as  of  forced  respiration,  and  prevention  of  the 
escape  of  the  air,  which  then  tears  open  those  vesicles  whose 
walls  are  not  closely  supported  by  other  vesicles,  or  by  tightly 
contracting  muscles. 

In  regard  to  the  alleged  furrow  in  the  m-ck,  Dr.  Swinburne 
testified  that  it 

VJsti  a  heavy  indentation  h\  ihc  neck,  commcncinii  on  tlic  right 
side  nrar  thv  hyoiC  bone,  a.nd  (extending  upwards  and  backwards  to 
within,  p<rlui]^»,  an  inch  or  iv.  and  perhj;?*  iess,  of  ihc  center  of  the 
posterior  part  of  the  neck;  on  tlie  left  side,  ihc  same  indentation 
commenced  about  the  upper  part  a(  ihe  cricoid  cnmlnKe,  fxicnded 
stiout  the  same  aiittle  upwatds  and  backwards  until  the  indentAliona 
came  willun  an  inch  and  a  half  ul  incclinH,  These  indentations  were 
lull  three-eighths  of  an  inch  deep,  so  you  could  lay  your  Bngcr  right 
in  tliem,  and  about  that  in  width— I  should  say  full  that.  At  the 
baltom  o!  file  indentnlioii,  rhere  was  a  peculiar  appearance,  sort  ot 
leather;  appearance,  or  had  &  hali-burnt  or  scorched  appearance. 

Dr.  Swinburne  further  stated  that  at  the  second  autopsy  this 
indentation  was  "  plainly  perceptible,"  and  "  the  same  peculiar 
condition  which  appeared  before  at  the  IioHom  of  the  indenta- 
tion was  present — tlial  sort  of  leathery  or  liardencil  feeling." 

Dr.  Sherman  testified  ihal,  at  the  second  autopity,  he  called 
attention  to  the  deep  furrow  in  the  neck,  and  put  his  finger 


in  it.  He  stated  that  "  the  texture  of  the  skin  within  this  furrow 
had  a  leathery  feeling.  It  was  what  Casper  calls  mummified." 
That  he  had  seen  other  cases  where  death  had  been  caused  hy 
Btrangiilalion  with  a  cord,  and  that  Uie  furrow  had  the  same 
characters  as  in  rfie  otlier  cases. 

Dr.  Bridges  testified  that  "  the  furrow  was  rounded  at  the 
bottom,  about  onc-cighlh  lo  about  a  (juarlcr  of  an  inch  thick, 
and  a  quarter  to  half  an  inch  broad.  The  lower  or  bottom 
part  of  the  furrow  or  groove  was  rounded,  so  that  it  fitted 
the  convex  surface  of  my  IKtIe  finger,  that  I  passed  through 
on  each  side.  The  base  of  the  groove  was  hard,  and  had  this 
appearance  that  has  been  described — a  parchment  look." 

Mr.  Kat.  B.  Freeman  testified  that  he  bad,  during  the  war, 
been  acaislomed  to  handling  corpses,  and  familiarizing  him- 
self with  their  externa!  appearances;  tliat  at  the  second  autopsy 
he  examined  the  furrow,  found  that  it  "  was  deep  enough  for  my 
finger  to  go  partially  into  it;"  that  the  skin  at  the  bottom  of 
the  furrow  appeared  hard;  "the  feehng  was  a  hard  feeling;  its 
appearance  was  similar  in  appearance  to  old  leather." 

In  regard  to  the  cause  of  dfoth.  Dr.  Swijiburne  gave  as  bis 
fimily  settled  opinion,  based  upon  personal  knowledge  of  the 
external  and  internal  appearance  of  the  body,  that  the  death 
had  been  caused  by  strangulation  with  a  rope  or  cord. 

The  position  of  the  other  experts  was  judicial,  so  far  as 
concerned  the  cause  of  death;  they  gave  their  opinions  upon 
hypothetical  questions  which  embodied  the  evidence  as  to  facts 
which  had  been  given  and  bore  upon  the  subject. 

There  were  several  hypothetical  questions  given,  but  for 
want  of  space  only  the  one  which  bore  directly  upon  tfic  main 
issue  as  to  the  cause  of  death  is  here  inserted: 


"You  exainine  about  fifty-eiRht  hours  after  tlratli,  in  the  middle 
of  NovMiiWr.  the  body  of  a  man  found  dead  at  about  tl  P.  M., 
having  b»n  last  seen  alive  one  hour  and  a  hall  before,  and  tlirti 
apparently  not  in  a  (rondnion  of  apprehension  of  sudden  death:  you 
lind  it  lo  be  the  body  of  an  unusually  large  and  powerful  man,  great 
ntunciitar  vigor,  wtili  a  considerable  developmenl  of  firm  fat.  fony-onc 
years  of  age;  you  find  nothing  nmi!:ua1  in  the  appearance  of  llie  face 
and  the  eeneral  surface  of  the  *kin,  except  the  presence  of  small 
dark  spoti  indicating  a  little  effusion  of  blood  in  the  skin  of  the  back 
and  the  back  of  the  right  arm;  a  furrow  aVoui  the  sides  of  the  neek 
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nearly  mectinK  in  front  and  beliind,  about  tbe  size  of  tlic  little  finger, 
rouBdeil  at  tlie  boiiom,  and  the  &kin  involved  in  the  (urrow  dense 
and  liard.  and  u  aurfai-c  like  p3.rcl)iiirnl;  the  iurrow  bcRinning  in 
from  jusl  above  the  Urjnx  and  exIrndinK  tipwinU  and  backwards  at 
an  Angle  ui  nearly  iuriy-livc  degrees:  the  brain  and  membranes  pcr- 
fcclly  natural  and  huilthy,  except  n  clot  oE  blood  on  tlic  i>urUcc  on 
one  side  near  rhe  lop  dI  tlie  head,  the  clot  beinR  evidi^ntly  of  very 
rcceni  origin,  but  no!  iiifliriertt  in  il4<li  to  prndwce  dcAlh;  itic  lunns 
deeply  ci^niiested  wilb  tlnrk  liiiuid  blond,  but  itrejentinK  no  evidence 
of  inflamtnation,  a  lew  small  fibrous  nodules,  and  the  bronchial  tnbes 
and  windpipe  deeply  cociKcslcd  and  filled  with  bluudy  mucus;  the 
heart  and  the  blood -vessels,  including  the  valves  of  ihc  heart  and  the 
vessels  lupplying  the  blood  to  Ihc  suhslance  of  the  heart,  abfioluiely 
hraltby  and  niilural  in  size  and  in  every  oilier  regard.  cxce[iling  a 
slight  unimporlatii  thickening  of  some  of  tbe  valves:  the  cavities  of 
the  heart  containing  a  very  stnall  <|uanliiy  »l  dark  blvod;  the  liver, 
spleen,  and  kidneys  absolutely  nalural  and  heallhy,  except  that  ihcy. 
evjiecially  the  kidneys,  are  ik-fjily  enngeslcd  with  blood  and  of  nat- 
ural size  and  weight;  a  small  (ju.-inliiy  uf  umligeittud  fuixl  in  the 
stomach,  the  nrncniis  membrane  of  the  ^lomach  and  itilestines  con- 
gested, and  a  small  area  of  apparent  intlammation  about  the  sice  of 
a  dollar  in  the  stomach;  finding  nil  of  the  organs  in  the  conditions 
stated,  and  the  furrow  made  as  described  above,  what,  in  your  opinion, 
was  the  inimcdialc  cause  of  death?" 

To  this.  Dr.  Wood  answered,  the  death  could  only  have  been 
produced  by  strangtilation  with  a  cord.  After  the  cross-exami- 
nation of  Dr.  Wood,  experts  weix*  called,  one  after  the  other, 
until  the  Court  refused  to  hear  any  more.  In  this  way.  Drs, 
Porter.  Sherman.  Bridges.  Avery,  Lee,  and  Hand  (the  latter 
three  gentlemen  being  practising  physicians  and  coroners  or 
cx-coroners  of  Chenango  County.  New  York)  were  allowed  to 
ansvfcr  the  hypothetical  question,  and  all  agreed  with  the 
answer  given  by  Dr.  Wood. 

The  only  evidence  offered  by  the  pininliff  beaiHng  upon  the 
medico-Icga!  facts  in  the  case  was: 

First.  In  regard  la  tite  two  alleged  chills  occurring  during 
his  illness— the  last  one  a  week  previous  to  his  death. 

The  only  evidence  given  concerning  these  attacks  was  that  of 
Mrs.  Bessie  MacDonald  and  Mr.  Francis  Downe.  It  was  so 
indefinite,  and  would  rc<)uirc  so  much  space  for  its  rccUal 
here,  that  the  reader  is  referred  to  the  book  of  corrected  evi- 
dence. From  it,  it  is  impossible  to  state  with  any  degree  of  pos- 
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iriveness  wliat  the  nature  of  the  attacks  was.  It  is  not  probalili; 
that  they  were  malaria,  for  in  the  first  attack  there  was  no 
fever,  ant!  in  the  second  attack  the  fever  lasted  for  "  perhaps 
luH  an  hour,"  and  the  chief  symptunt  was  abdominal  paia. 

The  counsel  for  the  plaintiffs  oflcreil  to  prove  the  symptoms 
and  nature  of  the  sickness  of  Col.  DwiRht.  and  the  cause  of 
his  death,  by  Drs.  Ortoii  and  Burr,  who  attended  Col.  Dwight 
in  his  last  illness,  and  were  each  ol  them  on  the  witness-stand. 
According  to  the  law  of  the  State  of  New  York  no  physician 
is  allowed  to  te&lify  concerning  a  patient,  or  to  give  informa- 
tion which  has  bcun  imparted  to  him  by  a  patient,  unless  the 
latter  publicly  gives  his  consent.  And  when  the  defense  in  an 
early  stage  of  the  trial  sought  to  put  Dr.  Doane  on  the  stand 
to  prove  that  Col.  Dwiglit's  hemorrhage  came  from  the  lungs, 
they  were  debarred  unilcr  this  statute.  l*he  counsel  for  the 
plaintiffs  contended  that  the  right  of  waiver  passes  to  the  exe- 
cutors of  a  dead  man;  but  on  the  part  of  the  defendant  such 
interpretation  of  the  law  was  strenuously  resisted.  Many  hours 
were  spent  in  legal  argument,  but  the  court  finally  decided  in 
favor  of  the  plaintiffs,  and  permitted  Doctors  Orton  and  Burr 
to  testify  as  to  their  knowledge  of  the  sickness  of  Col.  Dwight, 
and  the  causes  of  his  death.  Wlien,  however,  this  rigtit  was 
granted,  the  cotinsel  for  the  plaintiffs  did  not  exercise  it,  and 
neither  Dr.  Orton  nor  Dr.  Burr  was  a.sked  a  single  question 
concerning  the  symptoms  of  Col.  Dwighl's  alleged  last  illness, 
or  the  causes  of  his  death.*  Under  these  circumstances  it 
seems  impossible  for  a  professional  man  to  attach  importance 
to  the  statements  made  by  persons  without  medical  knowledge 
concerning  the  symptoms  of  the  alleged  illness.  There  are  no 
important  data  other  than  those  furnished  in  the  evidence  for 
the  defense  by  Dt.  Porter,  even  (or  deciding  whether  the  sick- 
ness was  real  or  feigned.  There  is  certainly  no  proof  that  the 
alleged  chills  were  not  pro<Iuced  by  ovenloses  of  a  depressing 


*  Attorney- General  Russell,  in  his  speech,  asserted  that  the  pUin- 
tiffs'  counsel  had  claimed  the  right  ol  puning  Drs.  Orion  and  Burr 
upon  the  stand,  with  the  expceiation  that  the  judge  would  decide 
sgainst  (hem.  ami  tlint  then  they  would  say  to  the  jury  that  they 
could  have  explained  Cal  Dwight's  sickness  and  death  by  the  phy- 
sieiani  who  attended  him,  t>ut  that  the  court  w&uld  not  admit  the 
testimony. 
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vegetable  potson,  and  the  gastric  symptoms  by  overdoses  of 
arsenic,  bulh  of  which  drugs  were  in  Col.  Dwight's  possession 
and  under  his  pcrsonaJ  control. 

Second.  Jn  regard  to  ikf  occurrerue  of  Ihe  night  of  Col. 
Dwight's  dealk. 

The  only  important  testimony  was  thai  of  Mr.  Charles  A. 
Hull  According  to  Mrs.  Owens,  Mr.  W.  F.  Spaulding  and 
Mrs.  Dwight  were  already  in  the  room  o(  Col.  Dwight  when 
she  (Mrs.  Owens)  entered  directly  after  his  death.  It  is  alto- 
gether probable  that  Mr,  W.  F.  Spaulding  had  intimate  ac- 
quaintance with  the  circumstances  surrounding  the  death  of 
Col.  Dwight  The  defense  could  not  call  him,  since,  according 
to  their  theory  of  the  case,  he  had  guilty  knowledge,  and  if  he 
shouhl  testify  falsely,  they,  not  being  able  to  cross-examine  or 
contradict  their  own  witness,  would  be  held  by  his  declarations. 
TIic  failure  of  the  plaintiffs  to  piil  cither  Mr.  Spaulding  or  Mrs. 
Dwight  on  the  stand  naturally  excited  comment. 

Mr.  Charles  A.  Hull  testified  that  he  liad  never  sat  up  vrith 
Co).  Dwight  until  the  night  of  his  death;  that  he  had  been  his 
assignee  in  bankruptcy,  but  not  intimately  acquainted  with  liini; 
thai  he  had  no  knowledge  or  experience  in  nursing;  that  no 
medidnes  were  left  with  him  and  no  instructions  given  him 
by  the  physicians  on  Friday  evening;  and  that  Mr.  Dwight  sent 
for  him  the  Wednesday  preceding  the  Friday  of  his  (Dwight's) 
death,  and  had  requested  him  at  that  interview  to  sit  up  with 
him  on  Friday  night  because  "in  an  emergency  he  thought 
I  was  cool  and  would  not  get  excited."  He  also  admitted  on 
cross-examination  that  he  had  stated  before  the  coroner's  jury 
that  Dwight  said  "he  wanted  him  because  he  would  be  cool 
in  case  anything  should  happen." 

Mr.  Hull  testified  that  shortly  after  lo  o'clock: 

I  stalioned  myself  in  a  chair  near  the  door  Icadine  into  his  bed- 
room, and  this  door  was  partially  open,  and  I  sal  there.  During  the 
time  I  sat  there,  at  one  time  tlic  Colonel  called  inc.  iind  said  his 
head  was  fcverisli  and  wished  me  to  salurale  a  cloth  in  tny  runi  and 
put  ii  on  hi*  head,  and  I  did  so.  And  at  another  time,  he  called  lor 
some  water  and  I  gave  him  a  swallow  of  water  After  that  he  accraed 
to  sleep,  and  lw(or«.  at  different  limes,  I  ihouxht  he  was  sleeping, 
but  of  course  it  waa  tincertain,  and  I  did  not  disturb  him.  Along 
abom  between  ii  o'clock  and  half-past  it.  I  beard  htm  fasp  for 
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breath,  us  it  icemcd  Co  ntc,  and  he  uys,  "  Charley,"  and  called  to  mc, 

and  1  went  to  his  side  as  quick  as  I  could  and  put  my  hand  under 
hts  head,  and  raised  his  head  up  and  ttave  him  aoinc  brandy;  and  then 
I  ran  acruiui  the  hall  ait  rapidly  a*  I  could  to  Mrs.  Dwiglit'x  door 
ai)d  rapped  uii  it  very  loud,  and  went  back  to  the  bedside  again,  and 
I  think  I  administered  brandy  a  second  lime  then,  and  I  Icit  ot 
ht«  pulse;  and  in  a  short  time  Mn.  Dwighl  came  out  only  partially 
dressed,  and  1  asked  her  to  touch  the  bell  for  Mr.  Spaulding.  and 
she  did  so.  In  a  very  vhort  time  Mr.  Spauldinc  came  up  there,  and 
was  followed  by  Mrs,  Owens.  Mr.  Spauldinf'a  brother,  and  hia 
ktnily,  cunaiiting  of  his  wife  and  daughter. 

That  about  fifteen  minutes  before  he  heard  the  g;asping, 
Col.  Dwight  took  a  biscuit  from  a  stand  n«ar  the  be<t  .itkI  ate 
it  Also  that  he  (Hull)  sat  in  a  chair,  so  placvtl  in  the  sitting- 
room  that  he  could  see  all  of  Col.  Dwighl's  movements  througJi 
tile  open  door.  He  further  stated  tliat  Mr.  Spaulding  pinclicd 
Dwight's  tongue,  leading  to  the  suspicion  that  it  was  pro- 
tnding. 

The  only  other  evidence  at  all  bearing  upon  the  events  now 
under  discussion  was  that  given  by  James  E.  Lee,  the  servant 
who  brought  the  hot  water  in  which,  Mrs,  Owens  and  Mr. 
Hull  tesjificd.  the  hands  of  Co!.  Dwight  were  soaked  after  she 
entered  the  room.  Mr.  Lee  believed  that  he  saw  Col.  l>wight 
breathing  at  the  rate  of  about  four  or  five  times  a  minute. 
Before  this,  however,  according  to  the  statements  of  both  Hull 
and  Mrs.  Owens,  Col.  Dwight  was  dead. 

Third.  As  already  stated,  the  expert  testimony  o»  the  part  of 
the  plaintiffs  was  limited  to  a  description  of  the  Icsiuns  fnund 
in  the  body  after  death.  In  regard  to  these  lesions,  the  cross- 
examinations  of  Drs.  Hyde,  Burr.  Chittenden,  and  Orton  elic- 
ited the  fact  that  there  was  very  little  non-agrcemcnt  between 
them  and  Dr.  SwinbtUTie,  except  in  regard  to  the  appearances 
upon  the  neck. 

It  was  claimed  by  several,  if  not  all,  of  these  gentlemen,  that 
the  so-called  indentation  upon  the  neck  was  simply  a  crease 
or  fold  in  the  skin;  but  on  cross-examination  they  all  admitted 
that  they  had  signed  at  the  rime  of  the  autopsy,  when  the  body 
was  before  them,  without  comment  or  protest,  an  official 
description  of  thi*  crease  as  "a  heavy  indentation,  extending 
upwards  and  backwards  from  os  hyoidcs  to  right  around  hack 
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of  neck,  and  on  left  side,  below  Uie  thyroid  cartit^e.  running 
upwards  and  backwards  at  an  angle  of  about  fony-fivt  degrees." 

In  the  maimsL-ript  notes  of  the  autopsy  there  were  certain 
erasures  and  inlerlinealions.  Tlic  testimony  as  to  whether 
these  had  been  made  before  or  after  signing  was  conflicting, 
but  on  other  points  there  was  no  question  as  to  the  authenticity 
of  the  notes  which  bore  testimony  to  the  existence  ol  "  several 
small  ecchymoses  of  skin  of  back  and  shouhlers;  anterior  part 
of  right  arm,  small  ecchymosis."  In  other  respecK  the  descrip- 
tion corresponded  wnlh  that  given  by  Dr.  Swinburne  in  the 
testimony  for  the  defense,  except  that  the  word  "bloody"  had 
been  scratched  over  with  a  pen,  as  it  occurred  in  the  notes 
before  "  mucus,"  speaking  in  reference  to  the  bronchial  tubes; 
and  that,  instead  of  the  lungs  being  said  to  be  emphysematous, 
they  were  spoken  of  as  "  unduly  inflated." 

Testimony  was  given  by  Mr.  Van  Vradenburg,  Mr.  AyKs, 
the  undertaker,  and  James  E.  Lee,  in  regard  to  the  existence 
of  a  furrow  around  the  neck  shortly  after  death.  Mr.  Van 
Vradcnburg  testified  that  his  "  examination  of  his  neck"  "  was 
close  and  marked,"  and  that  he  was  led  to  make  this  examina- 
tion "on  account  of  something  that  was  then  stirring  in  my 
(his)  own  mind."  The  nature  of  this  "something"  was  not  in 
evidence,  but  Mr.  Van  Vradcnburg  further  stated  that  "  it  did 
not  lead  him  to  investigate  any  other  part  of  his  (Dwighl's) 
person,"  nor  did  he  examine  the  feet  or  liands. 

Mr.  Ayrcs  testified  that  he  was  the  undertaker  who  prepared 
Col.  Dwight's  body,  washing  and  dressing  him;  thai  directly 
after  his  death  there  was  "  no  crease  or  mark  as  of  a  rope  or 
otherwise  upon  his  neck."  He  further  testified  that  the  body 
was  placed  in  an  ice-box  in  such  a  way  that  the  head  was 
forcibly  bent  forward  on  the  body,  the  chin  resting  upon  the 
chest,  and  the  occiput  being  raised,  so  as  to  bend  the  neck  at 
an  angle  of  about  forty-five  degrees.  He  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  the  crease,  or  furrow,  or  indentation  subsequently  found 
in  the  neck  of  Col.  Dwight  was  produced  by  (he  elevation  of 
the  head  in  the  ice-box,  and  its  subse<inent  restoration  to  the 
normal  position.  Mr.  James  E.  Ix>e  stated  that  he  assisted  the 
undertaker,  and  the  crease  was  not  there  then. 

After  the  plaintiffs  had  closed  the  case,  the  defense  recalled 


PROBLEMATICAL  CASES. 


SOB 


Ihcir  expert*,  ami  put  in  llicm  the  following  Tiypothctical  ques- 
tions. 'Ihcrc  was  no  dispute  whatever  as  to  the  agreement  o( 
the  conditions  of  these  questions  with  the  facts  of  the  case  as 
testified  to  by  the  medical  witnesses  for  the  plaintiffs;  in  the 
sccomi  question,  the  testimony  of  Messrs.  Van  Vradcnburg. 
Ayres.  and  Lee  in  regard  to  the  non-ex  isleiicc  of  the  furrow 
directly  after  death  was  omitted:  the  mcdiL-al  part  of  the  ques- 
tion is  taktn  almost  verbatim  from  tlie  notes  of  the  autopsy, 
the  di&puted  part  of  tlieae  notes  being  omitted. 

Question  I*.  *' Assuming  thai  a  man  of  41  years  of  age,  who  had 
prcvioufly  enjoyed  robust  health,  lutd  been  complainiiiR  for  about 
three  weeks,  and  was  found  on  a  Saturday  morning  in  bed.  shitrering, 
teeth  chattering,  surface  clammy  and  cold,  with  the  blood  scnlcd 
under  his  nails,  and  10  continucil  from  one  to  two  hmir»,  breaking 
fiut  into  a  cold  sweat,  with  a  (ecbic,  whispering  voice,  and  that  this 
atUck  passed  off  without  Tcver;  that  (lie  second  Friday  alter  this 
occurrence,  havine  during  ihc  day  been  up  attending  to  business  with 
his  lawyer,  and  having  hit  beard  dressed  by  a  barber,  he  va*.  left 
about  10  P.  M.  by  his  doctor  in  such  a  condition  as  to  create  no 
alarm;  that  at  or  about  11  P.  M.  he  spoke  pteasanlly  to  bis  altrndanl, 
calling  his  attention  to  his  manner  of  eating  a  biscui'l,  helping  him- 
self to  one  from  a  dish  near  his  bed.  and  chewing  it  without  difliculty; 
that  within  fifteen  minutes  the  attention  of  the  attendant  was  called 
to  such  man  by  a  gasping  noise,  and  that  this  man  was  dead  in  a  few 
minutes  thcTcaflcr;  that  at  an  autopsy  held  within  lifty>cight  hours 
after  death  the  liver  and  spleen  were  found  to  l>e  normat,  except  con- 
gested, the  heart  nearly  cniiny,  and  tliiit  there  was  no  pigmentation 
anywhere — Could  or  could  not  such  a  man  have  died  of  congestive 
chill,  or  any  other  Eorm  ol  malarial  fever?" 

Ttic  uniform  answer  to  this  question  by  the  experts  was  that, 
in  their  opinion,  he  could  not  have  so  died. 

Oueslinn  2.  "  Supixise  that  ;i  tnan,  alter  an  obscure  alleged  illness 
of  about  five  weeks'  duration,  is  on  a  given  day  able  to  be  up  and 
transact  business  with  his  lawyer  and  have  his  beard  irimmcd;  is 
left  by  his  doctor  at  10  P.  M.  on  the  same  day.  in  such  a  condition  as 
not  to  give  any  cause  for  alarm;  and  thai  at  11  P.  M.  is  talking 
pleasantly  to  his  attendant  and  eating  a  biscuit,  and  in  less  than  half 
an  hour  after  is  dea,d:  and  that  at  the  autopsy,  made  fifty-eight  hours 
after  death,  the  fotlowing  conditions  arc  revealed:  a  heavy  indcnia- 
lion,  extending  upwards  and  bai'k wards  from  os  hyoides  10  right 
•round  back  of  neck  and  on  left  side  below  the  thyroid  cnrtilsgc 
running   upwards   and   backwards   at   an   angle   of   about    forty-live 
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■degrees,  Posl-moMcm  discoloration  ol  pcistcriot  portion  of  body, 
several  siii^ll  cci'liyinoM-it  of  skin  ol  back  and  shuuldcrs;  anterior  part 
of  rijilit  anti,  small  cci:l)>'niuat!t.  Thorax,  Iuiiks.  and  h-cart  in  natural 
pfMJtioa.  exi;ci>t  that  the  Iuiiks  arc  unduly  tndaicd.  AI>oui  fotir  uvnces 
of  scrum  in  bottom  of  left  [ileural  cavity;  the  same  amount  in  right 
pleural  cavity,  Left  lung  one  puuiiil  and  three -quarters:  bronchi  con- 
gested and  cijated  with  muctis.  Upper  lobe  conge&ted  and  cedema- 
tous;  lower  Udjc  still  more  congested  and  ccdcmatous.  KikM  lung 
two  pounds:  bronchi  conscslcd  ami  coated  Miih  mtLcnit.  Upper  lobe, 
at  the  apex  several  small  fibrous  nodules;  rest  o(  upper  lobe  con- 
gested and  (xdemalous.  Lower  lobe  conRcMcd  and  ocdcmatous. 
Heart  Kealtliy;  weiglit,  fifteen  ounces.  Right  ventricle  conlaint;  a 
link  fluid  blood,  not  over  one-hall  ounce;  leh  ventricle  contains  little 
fluid  blood,  not  over  onc-lialf  ntincc,  I-efl  auricle  contains  a  little 
elotled  blood.  Stumacli.  at  the  fundus  mucous  membrane  softened 
and  partly  destroyed  by  post-roortcm  changes.  Pyloric  end  o( 
stomach,  mucous  membrane  studded  with  small  white  spats  dicnoting 
chronic  gastritis.  Liver  congested  more  than  usiial;  normal  color 
and  consistence.  Kidneys  uniformly  coiigtsled,  and  (ulicrwise 
healthy.  Epiglottis,  larynx,  and  trachea  congested  and  coated  with 
mucus.  Inner  lurisicc  of  Ihc  dura  mater  on  the  left  side,  chronk 
hemorrhagic  pachymeningitis,  with  a  small  extravasation  of  blood 
on  the  left  side,  over  the  posterior  portion  of  the  parieul  and  anterior 
portion  of  occipital  lolies.  Pia  mater  of  convexity  normal,  except 
discoloration  over  occipital  lobes  from  blood  Brain  neither  con- 
gested nor  anicmic,  otherwise  healthy.  And  further,  that  at  an  inquot 
held  five  months  after  the  first  autopsy,  the  indentation  on  the  neck 
was  still  distinctly  visible: — Could  or  net  death  have  been  produced 
by  natural  causes?  " 

The  answer  to  this  question  was  given  by  Drs.  Porter.  Swin- 
burne, Uritlges,  Shcnnan,  and  Wood,  who  agreed  in  staling 
that  it  coii!d  not. 

To  each  of  these  physicians  the  further  question  was  put  as 
to  what  in  their  opinion  was  the  cause  of  death  under  the  con- 
ditions named.  All  agreed  in  answering  positively  that  death 
was  produced  by  strangulation  with  a  rope  or  cord. 

The  following  question  was  asked  in  regard  to  the  furrow: 

Question  3.  "Asiuming  that  the  body  of  a  man  weighing  in  the 
neighborhood  ol  two  hundred  pounds,  forty-one  yean  of  age,  having 
a  full  fleshy  neck,  .ihouc  two  hours  after  death  I*  placed  upon  a  bo-ird 
on  il»  back,  with  the  head  rai*ed  upon  a  book  and  two  pillows,  and 
left  in  that  position  for  about  nine  hours:  and  then  .ilaced  in  an  ice- 
box with  its  bead  elevated  at  an  angle  ol  about  fortj'-live  drgreej, 
and  left   there   for   about  forty-eight  hours,  and  then  removed  and 
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placed  Hal  on  a  Ublc:  is  it  possible  that  a  heavy  indentation,  com- 
tnencing  near  the  Adxm's  xpplc.  and  ninning  upward  and  Iiackwurd 
at  an  anf[1«  o(  about  forty-five  degrees  on  either  side  lo  within  less 
than  Iwu  inclirs  ol  mcctins  in  the  rear,  could  be  produced  by  the 
changes  io  position  stated?" 

TTic  negative  answer  which  was  given  by  the  experts  to 
whom  this  question  was  put,  seems  ciUircly  correct.  It  is  diffi- 
cult to  conceive  how  a  fold  or  crease  made  by  bending  the 
neck  should  deserve  the  use  of  the  term  "  heavy  indentation" 
to  describe  it,  and  it  is  still  more  inconcdvabk-  that  a  fold,  or 
crease,  should  be  made  in  the  batJc  of  the  neck  by  bending 
the  head  forwards,  which  would  necessarily  stretch  the  parts 
said  to  be  folded.  Funher.  a  crease  made  in  the  manner 
described  would  be  most  marked  in  the  front  of  the  neck 
where  the  centre  of  the  fold  would  occur,  whereas  the  indenta- 
tion was  not  visible  at  this  place.  Moreover,  the  plaintiffs' 
experts  stated  tliat  the  indentation  involved  the  subdermal 
adipose  tissue  of  the  sides  of  the  neck,  and  it  is  very  hard  to 
understand  how  a  crease  made  by  bending  the  neck  forward 
(or  a  day  or  two  could  do  this,  and  be  so  deeply  impressed  as 
to  remain  distinctly  perceptible  after  the  body  had  been  buried 
five  or  six  months. 

In  concluding  this  statement  of  the  case  of  Col.  Dwight,  it 
remains  only  to  call  attention  finally  to  the  remarkable  agreer 
ment  that  there  is  in  the  testimony,  and  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  extremely  little  conflict,  practically  no  conflict  at  all, 
between  the  experts;  that  the  sole  contradiction  of  any  impor- 
tance was  between  Messrs.  Van  Vradcnburg,  Ayrcs,  and  Lee 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  experts  on  the  other.  If  the  former 
witnesses  were  correct  in  affirming  that  there  was  no  indenta- 
tion in  the  neck  directly  after  death,  the  theory  of  strangula- 
tion with  a  cord  drops;  although  it  would  still  be  proved  by 
the  internal  appearances  that  death  was  caused  by  mechanical 
asphyxia  produced  in  some  other  way  than  by  a  cord.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  it  is  a  well-known  fact  that  in  suicidal 
hanging,  in  which  the  suspension  has  been  only  for  a  few 
minutes,  the  cord-mark  acquires  its  color  only  some  hours 
after  death,  and  then  becomes  more  prominent:  that  Col. 
Dwight  was  a  heavily  bearded  man,  and  that  his  beard  might 
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have  hid  the  fresh  indentation  from  an  unsusppcttng  under- 
taker, li,  finally,  it  is  considcn-d  that  there  is  an  absolute  con- 
flict of  testimony.  Dr.  Wood  leaves  to  the  judgment  of  others 
the  probahilily  of  the  tnilh  I>cing  upon  tlie  side  of  Van  Vradeo- 
burg  and  Uic  undertaker,  with  his  assistant,  or  on  that  of  Drs. 
Swinburne,  Sherman,  and  Bridges,  who  especially  testified  to 
the  medico-legal  farts  in  the  case,  and  were  corroborated  in 
almost  every  particular  by  the  notes  written  at  the  autopsy  and 
signed  by  each  of  the  fifteen  doctors  there  present,  and  also 
by  the  evidence  of  two  laymen.  Freeman  and  Hitchcock,  as  to 
the  appearance  of  the  indentation  at  the  second  autopsy. 

Having  thus  quoted  copiously  statements  and  theories  of  Ihe 
medical  experts  from  the  lengthy  report  of  Dr.  Wood,  it 
remains  for  the  narrator  to  note  that  their  conclusions  were  not 
allowed  to  pass  unchallenged  by  other  medico-legal  authorities, 
and  by  the  life  underwriters.  In  some  cases  conflicting  views 
amounted  to  little  more  than  presumption:  in  others,  they 
took  shape  in  positive  conviction.  Reference  has  alrcatly  been 
made  to  the  belief  that  Dwight's  case  was  one  of  substitution, 
that  anotlier  body  had  served  a  vicarious  purpose,  and  that  he 
had  slipped  out  o(  a  hack  door  and  migrated  to  a  warmer  lati- 
tude. Some  of  the  leading  managers  of  our  life  insurance 
companies,  feeling  assured  themselves,  plausibly  argue  to  others 
to  this  day,  that  soon  after  Dwight's  alleged  disappearance  he 
was  seen  and  recognized  in  Mexico,  and  afterward  in  South 
America,  where  he  lived  for  several  years  and  finally  died. 
Tliere  were  parlies  who  offered  to  capture  and  produce  Dwight 
providwl  they  were  liberally  rewardetl,  but  (heir  offer  was  not 
accepted.  The  chief  difficulty  to  be  overcome  by  the  adher- 
ents of  the  substitution  theory  is  that  of  finding  a  body  so 
correspondent  in  height,  weight,  measure,  and  remarkable  gen- 
eral appearance  as  to  deceive  friends  and  neighbors  who  could 
have  had  no  part  nor  lot  in  a  scheme  to  defraud  insurance 
companies, 

AlUision  has  also  been  made  to  the  failure  to  question  Drs. 
Orton  and  Burr,  who  attended  Dwight  in  his  last  illness,  even 
after  the  Court  had  given  permission  for  them  to  testify.  This 
omission  has  been  a  source  of  lasting  regret  With  reference 
to  his  frequent  use,  or  rather  misuse,  of  fluid  extract  of  gelse- 


mium,  h  ts  stated  tliat  it  wis  originally  prescribed  to  meet  mala- 
rial indioilioiis.  and  thai  lie  was  tlit-ucc  led  to  study  its  toxic 
prt>pcrtics  and  its  fatal  iXoscs  as  well  as  its  remedial  applications. 
Its  selection  for  suicidal  purpose — if  the  theory  of  suicide  be 
accepted — was  favored  by  the  mistaken  notion  that  the  ^el- 
scmin,  the  poisonous  alkaloid,  could  not  be  readily  detected 
by  chemical  reactions.  Tlie  characteristic  effects  of  a  poison- 
ous dose  upon  the  nervous  .and  muscular  systems,  upon  the 
vision,  and  upon  the  respiration  and  circulation  were  notice- 
able in  this  case,  and  if  the  period  ol  full  development  was 
shortened  by  strangulation  by  his  own  hands  or  those  of  an 
attendant,  tlit  end  would  have  been  as  sure  without  the  rope 
a  little  later — the  pitcher  was  already  broken  at  the  fountain. 

With  regard  to  the  claims  against  tlie  insurers,  it  should  be 
noted  here  that  of  the  twenty -one  companies  interested  in  resist- 
ing payment  of  Dwight's  policies,  only  one  case,  as  we  have 
already  remarked,  came  to  a  te^^t  trial,  that  of  the  Germania- 
But  in  that  case,  the  final  derision  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  in 
favor  of  the  company  was  based  upon  mere  technicality — mis- 
statements in  the  application  as  to  points  material  to  the  risk. 
One  by  one  the  companies  compromised  until  only  nine  were 
left.  President  William  A.  Brewer,  Jr.,  of  the  Washington 
Life  Insurance  Company,  believed  it  to  be  for  the  interest  of 
life  insurance  to  prevent  further  scandal  arising  from  repeated 
trials  of  this  case,  and  when  an  offer  was  ma<lc  by  plaintiff's 
altorneys  to  settle,  by  advice  of  the  general  comiscl  of  the 
committee  in  charge  of  the  matter.  Hon.  Daniel  Magonc,  Mr. 
Brewer  paid  tliem  $[8,ooo.  and  received  the  nine  policies  sur- 
sendered  for  cancellation.  This  was  a  virtual  admission  that 
there  was  no  substanlial  claJm;  it  savwl  the  credit  of  the  com- 
paniea;  it  was  a  good  bargain  in  its  avoidance  of  litigation, 
inasmuch  as  no  one  of  the  companies  could  have  tried  its 
case  singly  for  $3,OQ0. 


THE  ARDLAMONT  MYSTERY. 

In  December,  1893,  a  trial  of  unusual  interest  took  place  in 
the  High  Court  of  Ju."iticiary  in  Edinburgh,  before  the  Lonl 
Jusdce-Clerk  of  Scotland  (Lord  Kingsbury)  and  a  jury  of  fif- 
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tccn.  TTic  prisoner  was  Alfred  Joliii  Moiison,  of  Kylcs  of  Bate, 
and  he  was  arraiKntd  un  two  cliargfs.  atlemplcd  murder  and 
murder,  oi  a  pupil  placed  in  his  educational  charge,  named  W. 
D.  C.  Hambrough.  A  man  going  by  the  name  of  Scott,  but 
with  several  aliases,  who  wae:  not  forthcoming,  was  included  in 
the  indictment,  which  re^d  as  follows: 

"  Alfred   John    Monson  and   Edward   Sweeney,   a/fai  David,  afias 

Scolt.  arc  indictrd  ill  llic  ifiMniicc  i>(  thi-  Hon.  John  Blair  BaKoiir 
(Lord  Advoc^itc);  and  ihc  charges  against  you  are:  (i)  That  you. 
having  Wnitd  itic  doiKn  o(  cau»infr  by  drowning  the  itHh  of 
Windsor  Dudley  Cecil  HambrouRh.  did.  in  execution  thereof,  bore, 
or  cause  1o  be  bored,  in  the  side  of  a  boat  a  hole,  and  having  plugged 
or  dosed  the  said  hole,  on  Aunusl  loth.  1803.  you.  A.  J.  Monson,  in 
execution  of  (hr  said  design,  did,  in  Ardlnnntnt  Bay,  in  the  Firth  of 
Clyde,  while  the  said  boat  was  in  deep  walcr.  remove,  or  cause  lo  be 
removed,  ilir  pluR  from  the  said  hole,  and  admit  ihc  water  inio.  and 
did  sink  the  said  boat,  whereby  the  said  W.  D.  C.  Hambrough  was 
thrown  into  the  sea,  and  you,  A.  J.  Monson  and  E.  Sweeney,  did 
thus  attempt  to  murder  him:  (zi  that  on  .-\ug:ust  toth,  1893,  at  a  part 
o(  a  wood  situated  about  ,1,60  yards  or  thereby  in  an  easterly  or 
northeasterly  direction  from  Ardlamont  House,  you.  A.  J  Monson 
and  B.  Sweeney,  did  shoot  the  said  W.  D  C.  Hambrough  and  kill 
him,  and  you,  E.  Sweeney,  being  cons<:ious  of  your  guilt  in  the 
premises,  did  abscond  and  flee  from  justice." 

There  Ueing  no  opening  statement  by  counsel  in  the  Scottish 
courts,  the  alleged  crime  may  be  thva  outlined.  Three  years 
before.  Lieutenant  Hambrouglv  eldest  son  ot  Major  D.  A. 
Hambrough.  of  Sleepliill  Castle,  Iste  of  Wight,  was  placed 
under  the  tutelage  ot  Monson,  at  Risely  Hall.  Yorkshire.  At 
Whitsuntide,  1893.  the  family  removed  to  Ardlanionl,  Kjles  of 
Bute,  Scotland,  with  young  Hambrough  in  residence,  as  a  pupil 
of  Monson.  In  August,  the  man  Scott  was  a  visitor  at  Ardla- 
mont,  in  the  ostensible  capacity  of  an  engineer  of  a  small  steams 
launch  chartered  by  Monaon.  On  the  evening  ot  August  gth, 
Monson  and  Hambrough  were  fishing  in  a  small  boat  off  Ard- 
lamont  Point,  when  the  boat  capsized.  Hambrough  could  nc 
swim.  Monson  easily  managed  to  swim  to  shore,  where 
got  another  boat,  and  rescued  his  companion.  Next  momin| 
tiicy  started  out  early  to  shoot.  Shortly  before  nine  o'clock 
they  were  seen  with  Scott  entering  the  home  plantation,  and 
soon  afterwards  a  shot  was  fired.    According  to  the  prisoner's 
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slatcmcnt.  he  had  sqiaratcd  from  his  companion,  an"!,  on  run- 
ning up  after  hearing  the  shot,  and  getting  no  reply  to  his 
inquiry  as  to  what  he  liad  got,  he  found  Hambrough  lying 
dead  in  the  ditch  with  a  gunshot  wound  behind  his  ear.  A 
medical  certificate  of  accidental  death  was  given,  Hambrougli's 
body  was  removed  to  Ventnor,  and  interred  in  the  family  vault. 
On  August  30th  Monson  was  arrested,  and  on  September  4th 
Hambrough's  body  was  exhumed.  Meantime  Scott  had  dis- 
appeared. 

Monson  is  well  connected,  being  a  son  of  the  late  Rev.  T. 
J.  Monson,  rector  of  Kirkby-under-Dalc.  His  mother  is  a 
daughter  of  the  fifth  Viscount  Galway.  At  the  time  of  his 
arrest  he  was  thirty-thrcc  years  of  age.  Ten  years  before,  he 
was  engaged  as  an  assistant  master  at  Pieterniariuburg.  Lieu- 
tenant Hambrough,  who  belonged  to  a  very  old  family,  was 
heir  to  large  estates  in  the  Isle  of  Wight  and  elsewhere. 

Several  of  the  leading  members  of  the  Scotch  Bar  were 
engaged  in  the  trial  as  counsel  for  the  Crown,  and  the  prisoner 
was  ably  defended.  The  examination  of  witnesses  occupied 
die  court  eight  days,  more  than  six  days  being  devoted  to  the 
cvidemc-c  called  on  Uelialf  of  the  prosecution,  while  about  two 
days  and  a  half  sufficed  to  dispose  of  the  witnesses  called  for 
the  defense. 

In  opening  the  case  for  the  Crown,  Mr.  James  Brand,  a  civil 
engineer,  pointed  tui  tlie  localities  of  tlic  different  events  on  a 
large  diagram.  Ihe  plan  showed  ,\rdIamoi)t  House  situated 
at  the  north  end  of  an  area,  with  woods  on  three  sides.  The 
wood  on  the  east  side  of  the  house  has  the  appearance  of  an 
attenuated  triangle  with  its  base  to  the  north.  At  the  extreme 
south  end  of  it  is  the  schoolhoiise,  from  which  Monson,  Scott, 
and  Hambrough  were  seen  to  enter  the  wood  on  the  morning 
of  the  loth.  .Along  its  eastern  boundary  is  a  sunk  fence,  which, 
while  at  places  almost  level  with  the  wood,  has  a  retaining 
wall  on  the  cast  side,  four  feet  in  depth.  It  was  at  tlic  north- 
east comer  of  this  wood  that  the  shooting  fatality  occurred. 
Running  due  west  from  the  spot  Is  a  footpath  along  the  side 
of  another  dyke,  ending  at  the  back  of  the  house.  Ardlamont 
Bay  is  on  the  southwest  of  the  house,  and  is  also  approached 
by  a  pathway  through  a  plantation.    The  theory  of  the  Crown 
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was  that  Hanil)roiigh  was  shot  from  th<  wood  while  walking 
along  the  top  of  the  lurf  dykf,  aiul  the  witness  Brand  gave  in 
detail  the  distances  from  tht^  spot  where  tile  body  was  found 
to  the  house  and  lo  the  gamekeeper's  cottage.  From  the  same 
point  to  a  rowan  tree  was  6  feet  6  inches,  to  a  hecch  tree  13 
(cct  y  inches,  and  10  a  lime  tree  16  feet  3  inches.  These  trees 
were  considerably  in  evidence  in  the  course  of  the  trial,  espe- 
cially the  rowan,  which,  by  the  way,  was  a  sapling  about  ten 
feet  m  height.  Interest  quickened  when  Mr.  Brand  came  to 
speak  of  the  height  on  the  trees  at  which  pellets  were  found. 
Iliese  ranging  from  4  feet  8  inches  to  5  feet  10  inches  on  the 
rowan  tree,  to  8  feet  8  inches  on  the  lime  tree.  The  wood 
about  the  s[>ot  in  question  was  described  as  having  tree*  of 
moderate  size,  with  tall  undcr(jrowIh  of  whins.  Over  the  sunk 
fence  on  the  low  level  is  a  plantation  of  new  wood,  with  grass 
and  ferns  below  tlie  retaining  wall.  In  line  with  the  place 
where  the  hody  was  found  was  an  opening  in  the  whins;  and 
describing  an  experiment  he  had  niatle,  Mr.  lirand  said  that 
by  placing  a  man  on  the  top  of  the  dyke,  he  got  from  the  gap 
in  qttcslion  the  man's  head,  the  rowan  tree,  and  the  beech  tree 
all  in  line  behind  each  other.  lie  maintained  that  along  the 
lop  of  the  turf  fence  was  very  good  walking.  Taken  next  to 
Ardlytnont  Bay  by  the  Solicitor- General,  lie  described  its 
feanires,  and  said  that  except  at  the  horns  of  the  bay  there 
were  no  rocks  in  it  on  which  a  boat  could  strike  and  founder. 
Among  the  most  interesting  witnesses  for  the  prosecution 
was  Mr.  James  Macnaughton.  an  Fdinbiirgh  gunmakcr.  He 
described  the  pellet  marks  on  the  rowan  tree,  and  stated  that 
their  spread  was  twenty  inches,  measured  horizontally.  Tlie 
branches  of  the  lime  and  the  beech,  which  grew  behind  the 
rowan  tree,  intermingled,  and  taking  these  together,  the  spread 
of  the  pellets  there  was  forty-one  inches.  Thit  was  rather 
more  than  he  would  have  expected,  but  he  accounted  for  it 
by  the  deflection  of  part  of  the  shot  by  first  striking  the  rowan 
tree.  From  experiments  he  had  made  with  the  Ardlamont 
gims  and  with  a  gun  of  his  own,  he  fixed  the  distance  at  which 
a  spread  of  shot  could  be  got  such  as  he  found  on  the  rowan 
tree  at  twenty-two  feet.  Walking  back  from  the  rowan  tree  in 
the  line  of  fire  to  that  distance  brought  him  to  an  opening  in 
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tlic  iinishwood  beside  a  whin  bush  breast  hig-li.  Then  he  took 
an  officer  the  heiglit  of  Hanibrough  aiirl  put  htm  on  the  spot 
where  the  dead  man's  feet  were  said  to  have  lain.  He  raised 
his  giin  to  his  shoidtlcr,  ami  the  officer's  head  came  into  line 
with  the  injured  part  of  the  rowan  tree.  The  spot  where  he 
stood  was  about  a  foot  below  the  level  of  the  ground  on  which 
the  officer  stood,  so  that  the  murzle  of  his  gtm  being  slightly 
elev3te<l,  would  account  for  the  injuries  to  the  hme  and  beech 
being  higher  up  than  those  of  the  rowan  tree.  Hatl  the  gun 
gone  off  in  the  ditch  or  from  the  top  uf  the  wall  the  shot  could 
not  possibly  have  taken  such  a  direction  as  he  had  indicated. 

Mr.  Macnaughton  produced  and  explained  a  long  series  of 
cardboard  diagrams  illustrative  of  the  effects  of  shot  which  he 
had  obtained  by  experimenting  with  the  two  Ardlamont  guns 
with  black  powder,  Seliultrc  and  ambcrite  cartridges  such  as 
they  had  been  using  at  Ardlamont — one  fact  in  connection 
therewith  being  that  all  traces  of  scorching  ilisappeared  after 
three  feet.  In  deliberate  tones,  and  amid  a  profound  silence 
in  roiirt,  he  gave  it  as  the  result  of  his  expcrimcTits  and  from 
an  examination  of  the  skull  that  Hambrough  hatl  hccfi  shot 
from  nine  feet  off. 

Very  quietly  the  Solicitor-General  then  brought  out  the  rela- 
tion of  this  fact  to  the  other  distance  of  twenty-two  feet  which 
Mr.  Macnaughton  had  mentioned.  From  the  rowan  tree  to  the 
spot  where  t^amb^ough's  head  was  lying  was  6  feet  i :  from  his 
head  to  his  feet  was  put  down  at  6  feet,  as  he  was  nearly  that 
height;  and  adding  the  12  feet  i  to  the  9  feet,  which  the  wit- 
ness gave  as  the  distance  from  which  the  shot  had  been  fired. 
the  summation  was  brought  up  lo  21  feet  1  inch.  To  another 
question,  Mr.  Macnaughton  gave  it  as  his  deliberate  view  that 
the  wound  could  not  have  been  self-inflicted,  accidentally  or 
otherwise.  Tliis  evidence  made  a  strong  impression  on  the 
audience. 

When  it  came  to  tlie  medical  testimony,  the  veteran  Dr.  Ut- 
tlcjohti  detailed  the  results  of  the  post-mortem  examination  of 
the  body  of  young  Hambrough,  exhumed  (or  the  purpose,  at 
Ventnor.  The  wound  behind  the  right  ear  was  of  triangular 
shape,  with  the  base  towards  the  face.  Its  extreme  length  was 
three  and  a  half  inches;  at  its  base  it  had  a  length  of  two  and  a 
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half  inches,  at  its  middle  i(  was  two  inches,  and  tapered  off 
posteriorly.  A  portion  of  the  nuildle  of  the  right  ear  had  been 
carried  away.  On  no  part  of  the  ragged  edges  of  tlie  wound 
was  there  any  appearance  of  blackening  as  if  from  gunpowder 
or  scorching,  but  four  minute  specks,  apparently  metallic,  and 
which  afterwards,  on  examination,  turned  out  to  be  fragment- 
ary portions  of  lead,  were  found  adhering  to  the  edges.  On 
the  scalp  being  dissected,  it  was  found  that  over  a  space  of  an 
irregular  shape,  and  measuring  two  inches  from  before  back- 
wards, and  fully  an  inch  at  its  greatest  breadili,  the  bone  was 
wanting.  The  skull  on  that  side,  it  was  further  said,  presented 
a  "  localized  shattered  appearance."  stretching  from  below  the 
occipital  protuberance  directly  forward  in  the  direction  of  the 
ear.  The  base  of  the  temporal  bone  was  shattered.  On  the 
brain  being  removed  and  carefully  examined,  tour  metalltc 
masses  of  irregular  shape,  and  resembling  shot,  were  found 
and  preserii'ed.  A  careful  autopsy  had  also  been  made  of  the 
other  parts  of  the  body,  which  were  found  in  a  healthy  condi- 
tion. The  general  conclusion  arrived  at  was  that  Hambrough 
died  from  shock,  the  result  of  a  gunshot  wound,  and  of  sub* 
sequent  loss  of  blood. 

Dr.  Mncdonald  Brown,  an  anatomical  expert,  said  that  the 
main  facts  elicited  in  the  examination  were  that  the  appear- 
ance the  wound  presented  was  quite  inconsistent  with  the  idea 
that  the  shot  had  been  fired  from  below  upwards,  or  from  the 
side,  or  from  the  front.  The  direction  of  the  wound  was  from 
behind,  forward.  As  the  outcome  of  experiments,  tlicy  bad 
found  that  shot  fired  at  any  distance  nearer  than  three  feet 
produced  results  totally  dissimilar  lo  those  found  in  Ham- 
brough s  skull,  and  they  were  therefore  inclined  lo  place  the 
possible  distance  at  which  the  shot  was  fired  between  three  and 
fifteen  feet.  But  he  added  that  undoubtedly  the  distance  at 
which  they  got  results  approximating  those  under  consideration 
was  nine  feet.  Under  five  feet  the  head  would  simply  have 
been  blown  to  atoms.  He  also  gave  it  as  his  view  that  it  w«s 
absolutely  impossible  tliat  the  injuries  liad  been  caused  acci- 
dentally by  Hanibrou^  himself.  After  a  special  examination 
of  the  skull.  Dr.  Brown  summed  up  his  conclusions  in  three 
propositions:  (i)  That  the  pieces  of  bone  found  on  the  dyke 
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betongrd  to  Hambrough's  skull;  (2)  that  the  shot  which  killed 
him  was  tired  from  bdiind;  and  (3)  that  the  line  of  that  fire 
was  not  far  from  horizontal. 

Dr.  Heron  Watson,  who  had  been  a  sui^on  in  the  Crimea, 
gave  it  as  his  view  that  the  wound  had  not  been  self-inflicted; 
(hat  the  gun  had  been  fired  from  behind:  that  the  pa&sage  of 
the  shot  had  been  almost  hortzontal.  and  that  nine  feet  was 
the  distance  from  which  the  shot  had  been  fired.  Less  than 
four  feet  would  have  injured  the  skull  to  a  greater  extent,  and 
at  more  than  eleven  or  twelve  feet  they  would  have  looked 
for  separate  jwllct  woun<lB.  He  believed  that  Hambrough  had 
been  shot,  and  had  bled  where  he  was  found  lying. 

Corroborative  testimony  was  given  by  Dr.  Joseph  Bell,  who 
said  that,  after  long  thinking  the  matter  over,  he  had  not  been 
able  to  make  out  how,  either  designedly  or  accidentally.  Ham- 
brough could  have  shot  himself. 

The  following  is  a  brief  summary  of  the  evidence  with  regard 
to  the  insurances  which  were  assumed  by  the  prosecution  to 
supply  the  motive  for  the  alleged  murder. 

John  Graham  M'Lean,  district  manager  of  the  Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  explained  that  Monson 
called  on  him  in  Glasgow  on  August  2d,  and  said  he  was 
guardian  of  Hambrough.  who  was  coming  in  for  a  fortune  of 
£200.000,  that  Mrs.  Monson  had  advanced  £20.000  (or  the  ptir- 
chase  of  Ardlaniont,  and  that  he  would  like  an  insurance  on 
Hambrough's  life  to  cover  the  amount.  The  policies  were, 
alter  negotiations,  drawn  out  and  signed  by  Hambrough.  They 
were  assigned  to  Mrs.  Monson,  and  a  half-yearly  premium  was 
paid.  One  policy  for  £10.000  was  completed,  and  another  was 
delivered  for  completion  to  Mr.  Monson  on  the  8tli.  Witness 
learned  of  the  death  of  Hambrough  through  the  press.  Wit- 
ness arranged  a  meeting  with  Monson  at  SL  Enoch's  Hotel, 
Glasgow,  when  Monson  gave  him  a  story  similar  to  that  given 
to  other  witnesses,  except  that  he  did  not  mention  that  the  body 
lay  in  a  ditch.  Monson  asked,  "  How  will  we  go  about  the 
claim?  "  Witness  replied,  "  We  will  arrange  after  the  funcTBl." 
At  a  later  meeting  witness  said  they  must  have  evidence  of 
death  from  the  Fiscal  before  Roing  further.  An  important 
letter  was  read  from  Hambrough   to   Mrs.   Monson   (dated 
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August  7  or  9),  agreeing  to  assign  the  policies  to  her  in  con- 
sideration of  her  advancing  t)ic  money  for  tbe  purchase  of  the 
Anllajnont  estate.  A  copy  of  tliis  letter  was  found  among  the 
insurance  papers, 

Mr.  David  Stewart,  resident  secretar\'  in  Glasgow  of  the  Liv- 
cqjool  and  Lomlon  and  Globe  Insurance  Company,  saiti  tiiat 
on  July  25th  Monson  called  in  reference  lo  a  proposal  lodged 
a  few  clays  before  for  an  insurance  of  ^50,000  on  Hambrough's 
lift  The  head  office  declined  to  accept  the  risk.  Mr.  James 
Wardle,  the  Leeds  manager  of  the  same  insurance  company, 
spoke  of  a  proposal,  on  May  aSlh,  for  an  insurance  of  £15,000 
on  Mr.  Hambrough's  life.  Tlie  policy  was  to  be  in  the  name  o! 
Monson,  whose  interest  was  slated  to  be  to  cover  certain  ad- 
vances. Another  proposal  was  lodged,  this  time  for  ^50,000. 
in  the  name  of  Mrs.  Monson.  The  insurance  company's  direct- 
ors considered  the  statement  of  interest  too  vagtte.  and  applied 
for  further  details.  Monson,  in  reply,  inclosed  a  letter  signed 
by  Hambrough,  dated  July  31st,  1893,  acknowledging  his 
indebtedness  to  Mrs.  Monson  lo  the  extent  of  f26,ooo,  and  at 
tlie  same  time  intimating  that,  as  other  arrangements  had  been 
made,  the  proposal  for  jfso.ooo  would  be  reduced  to  I26.000. 
Monson  also  stated  tlial  Hambrough  was  entitled  to  a  sum  of 
£200,000  under  his  great-grandfather's  life.  The  insurance  was 
ulliniately  declined,  th«  dir«clors  not  being  satisfied  as  lo  the 
insurable  interest  of  the  proposer  in  Hambrough's  life.  In 
cross-examination,  witness  admitted  that  Monson  had  told  him 
of  the  transfer  by  Major  Hambrough,  father  of  the  deceased,  of 
his  life  interest  in  the  estates  to  the  Eagle  Insurance  Company, 
and  that  he  (Monson)  had  entered  into  an  agrccmnil  to  buy 
that  interest  From  the  Eagle  Insurance  Company.  William  M. 
Wisely,  agent  in  Glasgow  for  the  Scottish  Provident  Institu- 
tion, said  his  head  office  in  Edinburgh  had  received  a  proposal 
by  Monson  for  £50,000  on  the  life  of  another,  and  witness 
accordingly  on  July  nth  proceeded  to  Ardlamont,  and  had 
an  interview  with  Monson.  He  understood  Monson  to  be  a 
trustee  of  Hambrough,  but  was  afterwards  told  by  Monson 
that  he  was  ro  longer  trustee.  He  was  also  told  thai  unle« 
an  insurance  were  effected  Monson  would  be  a  loser  to  the 
extent  of  £49,ooa    The  proposal  for  £50,000  on  Hambrough's 
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life  was  signed  by  Mrs.  Monson,  whose  interest  was  stated  to 
be  to  cover  advances  made  ai\<\  liability  in  connection  with 
the  Hambrough  estates.  The  company  never  received  proof 
of  Mrs.  Monson's  insurable  iiiEerest  in  young  Hambrough's 
life,  and  the  transaction  fell  tliroiigh.  Monson  subsequently 
intimated  tliat.  in  consequence  of  other  arrangements,  the  in- 
surance would  be  reduced  to  £10,000,  "  to  cover  the  money 
actually  due  trom  Mr.  Cecil  Hambrough  on  his  attaining 
twenty-one."  Cross-examined:  On  August  9th.  the  day  before 
Hambrough's  death,  witness  wrote  to  Monson  that,  subject  to 
satisfactory  evidence  of  Mrs.  Monson's  interest,  and  to  the 
payment  of  the  premium  of  £181  5s.,  his  company  were  pre- 
pared to  issue  a  policy  of  £10,000.  None  of  the  arrangements 
had  been  hidden  from  young  Hambrough;  everything  was 
done  quite  openly.  The  first  proposal  had  been  made  by 
Hambrough  on  his  own  life. 

At  the  close  of  the  evidence  for  the  defense  on  the  eighth 
day,  Mr.  Ashcr  (Solicitor-General)  addressed  the  jury.  At  the 
outset  he  asked  for  a  verdict  of  guilty  on  both  charges — 
attempted  murder,  and  murder.  He  told  the  jury  to  dismiss 
from  their  minds  cverj'thing  except  the  evidence  before  the 
court.  He  gave  a  consecutive  history  of  the  case  and  the  facts 
which  formed  a  complete  chain,  establishing,  as  he  claimed, 
link  by  link  the  g«ilt  of  the  prisoner  of  both  crimes.  He  dealt 
fully  with  the  negotiations  in  respect  of  the  life  interest  in  the 
Hambrough  estates,  on  which  the  Eagle  Insurance  Com- 
pany had  advanced  iiyjxo,  and  of  the  attempt  made  by  Major 
Hambrough.  after  the  foreclosure  by  the  Eagle  on  the  failure 
of  the  payment  of  interest,  to  effect  a  rearrangement  through 
Mr.  Tottenham,  the  financial  agent,  and  then  himself  set  out 
at  length  the  financial  difficulties  in  which  the  Monsons  found 
themselves.  Coming  to  the  assurances,  he  detailed  the  several 
attempts  made  to  effect  assurances  on  the  life  of  Cecil  Ham- 
brough. First  came  the  negotiations  with  the  Scottish  Provi- 
dent Institution  for  an  insurance  of  £50,000  on  Cecil  Ham- 
brough's life,  payable  to  Mrs.  Monson.  That  was  declined 
because  of  the  failure  lo  prove  Mrs.  Monson's  insurable  inter- 
est Then  came  the  proposal  for  £10.000,  the  facts  from  begin- 
ning to  end  supplying  no  explanation,  except  (hat  the  insur- 
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ancc  office  was  tolH  falsehoods  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving. 
The  next  proposals  were  to  the  Liverpool  and  London  and 
Globe.  Here,  again,  the  ditficultics  being  too  great  to  be 
faced,  the  original  proposal  was  reduced  from  £50,000  to  a 
smaller  sum,  "  to  cover  advances  made  at  the  request  of  Cecil 
Hambroiigh,  to  cover  money  due  for  his  maintenani-e,  extend- 
ing over  four  years,  and  also  to  cover  certain  liabilities  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  Hanibrough  estates."  Not  one  particle 
of  liability  in  connection  with  the  Hanibrough  estates  bad  been 
incurred  either  by  Monson  or  his  wife.  A  letter  was  sent  by 
Cecil  HambrouKh  in  these  words:  "  Dear  Sir: — I  am  requested 
by  Mrs.  Agnes  Monson  to  write  you  thai  ihe  has  an  interest 
in  my  life  to  the  extent  of  i26,ooo,  and  I  have  given  her  an 
undertaking  in  which  I  have  agreed  to  pay  her  this  sum  on 
my  attaining  twenty-one — "  There  was  an  ominous  sound 
about  the  words  that  followed, — "  if  I  live  until  then."  Thi* 
insurance  companies  saw  through  the  flimstness  of  the  pro- 
posals. The  Scottish  Provident  did  offer  a  liOfiOO  policy,  but 
upon  a  condition  which  was  never  fulfilled,  nainely.  that  Mrs. 
Monson's  insurable  interest  in  Hanibrough 's  hfe  was  proved 
to  their  satisfaction.  Then  there  was  a  change  of  tactics,  and 
they  applied  for  policies  directly  in  the  name  of  Cecil  Ham- 
brough.  The  existence  of  tbese  policies  they  persistently  con- 
cealed until  they  were  put  forward  after  the  boy's  death  with 
a  view  to  recovering  the  money.  Monson  went  to  the  Glas- 
gow office  of  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  of  New 
York  for  two  policies  of  iio,ooo  each.  This  impecunious 
occupant  of  Ardlamont  represented  that  Mrs.  Monson,  who 
had  not  two  shillings  in  her  pocket,  was  going  to  pay  £20,000 
for  Ardlamont  in  the  interest  of  young  Hambrougli,  and  that 
these  two  policies  were  to  secure  her  interest.  But  the  pre- 
mium had  to  be  paid;  there  was  no  time  (o  wait  until  the 
policies  could  be  got  from  New  York;  so  the  expedient  was 
adopted  of  taking  out  a  temporary  policy  subsisting  in  any 
event  for  sixty  days,  and  upon  which  the  terms  of  premium 
were  for  half  a  year  only.  The  money  for  the  premium  bad  to 
be  found,  and  he  had  to  ask  the  jury's  attention  closely  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  was  found,  and  they  were  coming 
now  near  to  the  tragic  event.     Flagrant  misrepresentation  and 
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treachery  were  resorted  to  by  the  prisoner.  If  testimony  from 
human  lips  was  to  be  believed,  Monsoii  resorted  to  the  gross- 
est falsehood  ever  put  upon  paper  to  secure  the  command  of 
£250,  of  which  he  was  in  sore  want  at  the  time.  A  letter 
absolutely  false  was  written  by  Monson  to  his  friend  Totten- 
ham, the  money-lender,  in  order  10  secure  the  £250  for  the 
purpose  of  a  deposit  He  falsely  represented  that  he  had  pur- 
chased the  Ardlamont  estate,  without  having  even  been  hi 
communication  either  witli  tlie  owner  or  his  agent.  The  £250 
secured  by  nefarious  means  was  SCTit  by  check,  and  placed  lo 
Mrs.  Monson's  account,  and  on  August  &t])  Monson  went  to 
the  estate  office  in  Exlinburgh  in  order  that  there  might  be 
something  in  existence  of  the  nature  of  negotiations  for  tlie 
purchase  o(  Ardlamont.  Having  requested  the  insurance 
office  to  get  the  policy  ready  by  August  8th,  he  went  to  Glas- 
gow, carrying  in  his  hand  a  letter  which  Cecil  Hambrough 
had  been  persuaded  to  write,  in  which  he  asked  that  his  two 
insurance  policies  of  £20,000  each  might  be  delivered  to  Mr. 
and  Mrs.  Monson.  as  he  had  assigned  the  policies  to  Mrs. 
Monson  for  conBidcralion  received.  Monson  returned  to 
Ardlamont  with  tlie  policies  in  his  pocket,  accompanied  by 
his  mysterious  friend  Scott,  whom  he  introdiK-ed  to  a  passen* 
gcr  on  the  boat  as  a  gentleman  from  the  estate  office.  On 
the  next  day,  August  gth,  occurred  events  in  connection  with 
which  he  asked  the  jury  to  say  that  the  prisoner  was  guilty 
of  the  crimes  alleged  against  him.  The  Solicitor-General  then 
put  before  the  jury  the  whole  of  the  events  connected  with 
the  fishing  expedition  and  the  shooting  party,  and  in  conclud- 
ing a  speech  of  six  hours'  duration,  said  that  it  the  jury  agreed 
with  him  that  the  prisoner's  tortuous  misstatements  were  only 
consistent  wilh  the  theory  of  his  guilt,  then  they  would  con- 
vict him  of  the  crimes  with  which  he  was  c}iarged. 

On  behalf  of  the  defense,  Mr.  Conirie  Thomson,  in  address- 
ing the  jury,  said  he  felt  that,  after  careful  consideration  of  the 
facts,  they  woul<J,  be  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  the  charge 
had  not  been  substantiated.  He  pointed  out  the  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  expert  and  scientific  witnesses,  and  said 
the  first  question  they  must  ask  was.  "  Is  it  proved?  '*  He  felt 
confident  their  answer  would  be  in  the  negative.     He  depre- 
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cated  the  action  o[  the  newspapers — unintentional  though  he 
helicvctl  il  to  be— in  creating  prejudice  in  the  public  mind  by 
tlie  publication  ol  paragraphs  about  tlic  prisoner.  He  argued 
that  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the  Monsons  to  keep  Cecil  Ham- 
brough  alive,  as  he  was  their  means  of  support.  Then  he 
dealt  with  the  direction  of  the  fatal  shot,  and  tlie  proximity  of 
the  gun  barrel,  drawing  inferences  favorable  to  the  prisoner 
from  the  evidence  on  lliose  points.  Passing  on,  he  referred 
lo  the  question  of  insurances,  and  submitted  that  at  the  time 
they  were  negotiated  there  was  a  legitimate  purpose,  and  the 
proposal  to  insure  Cecil  was  no  neW  idea.  Tlie  carrying  out 
of  Monson's  amngements  depended  entirely  upon  the  young 
man  living  until  iSi^,  and  tliere  was  no  motive  for  compass- 
ing his  death.  At  the  time  when  Cecil  Hamhrough  died, 
there  was  no  obligation  by  any  insurance  office  in  the  world  to 
pay  money  to  Monson  in  respect  of  his  death.  Therefore,  the 
whole  Crown  case,  as  based  upon  the  insurance,  crumbled 
into  dust.  The  learned  counsel  next  dealt  with  the  charge  of 
attempted  murder  by  drowning.  If  an  attempt  to  commit 
murder  had  been  made,  Hamhrough  must  have  noticed  it,  and, 
in  that  case,  would  he  have  gone  home  and  drunk  whiskey 
and  water  with  the  man  who  attempted  to  compass  hts  end? 
Discussing  the  important  question,  "  Where  was  the  body  first 
struck  iloivn  ? "  Mr.  Thomson  argued  that  the  evidence  was 
consi.stcnt  with  the  prisoner's  statement,  and  tliat  the  Crown 
testimony  as  to  the  distance  and  direction  of  the  shot  failed 
utterly.  The  Crown  had  said  the  distance  from  the  muzzle  to 
the  wound  was  nine  feet,  but  the  defense  had  demonstrated 
tiiat  at  such  a  distance  there  would  be  a  scattering  of  pellets, 
which  had  not  taken  place  in  this  case. 

The  Lord  J'lsticc-Clcrk  followed  with  his  summing  up  to 
the  jury.  At  the  outset  he  observed  that  the  case  was  purely 
one  of  circumstantial  evidence,  and  must  be  subjected  to  the 
minutest  criticism.  Glancing  at  the  history  of  the  case  before 
the  alleged  crimes,  he  said  it  unbared  a  very  dark  side  of  social 
life.  He  then  proceeded  to  analyze  the  evidence  in  reference 
to  the  alleged  transactions  for  the  purchase  of  .A.rdlamont.  He 
pointed  out  it  was  in  the  prisoner's  favor  that  in  the  letter  he 
wrote  to  Tottenham  asking  for  £250  to  pay  the  deposit  money, 
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he  said  it  might  be  drawn  in  favor  of  Kicssrs.  Anderson,  who 
were  agents  for  tlie  Ardlanionl  estate.  His  loT<l8liip  also 
observed  tliat  tliough  there  was  a  great  deal  of  lying,  it  wos  a 
long  w3>  from  being  dishonest  to  being  murderous.  The  only 
weight  which  the  jury  should  give  to  these  lying  episodes 
.■should  be  in  so  far  as  tlicy  were  directly  connected  with  the 
motive  alleged  by  the  prosecution.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
about  this  lime  the  affairs  of  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Monson  were  prac- 
tically desperal*.  Where  evidence  was  circumstantial  only,  the 
question  ol  motive  became  of  enormous  importance,  for  if  it 
were  clearly  proved  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
prcsccution,  but  if  it  was  displaced  it  was  vastly  in  favor  of 
the  prisoner.  Dealing  with  the  question  of  Scutt,  he  said  he 
did  not  think  there  was  any  strong  evidence  of  a  plot  between 
him  and  the  prisoner,  and  he  could  not  sec  any  inducement  to 
Scott  to  be  mixed  up  in  the  alleged  crime.  Tlicrc  was  some- 
thing mysterious  about  his  presence  at  Ardlamont,  but  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Crown  to  clear  lliat  up,  and  if  they  had  been 
unable  to  find  the  missing  man,  no  point  must  be  made  against 
the  prisoner  for  their  failing  to  do  so.  Mis  Inrdship  next 
reviewed  evidence  relating  to  the  boating  expedition,  and  said 
that  if  the  jury  believed  an  attempted  murder  had  been  com- 
mitted, then  it  would  throw  considerable  light  on  the  proceed- 
ings nf  the  next  day.  Coming  to  the  fatal  day,  he  went  with 
considerable  detail  through  the  evidence,  and  then,  comment- 
ing on  the  theoretical  evidence,  said  that  unless  the  jury  were 
sati.sficd  that  the  pellet  marks  on  the  rowan  tree  were  made  at 
the  same  time  as  Hambrough  was  &hot,  then  the  whole  theory 
of  the  Crown  on  that  question  tell  to  the  ground. 

The  jury  retired  to  consider  tlioir  verdict  at  four  o'clock,  and 
after  an  absence  of  three-quarters  of  an  hour  relumed  into  court 
with  a  verdict  of  "  Not  proven."  The  result  was  received  with 
cheering,  not  only  by  the  people  in  court,  but  by  a  crowd  out- 
side in  Parliament- square.  **  Not  proven'*  is  a  form  of  verdict 
used  in  Scotland  in  criminal  prosecutions,  when  tlie  jury  think 
there  is  some  foundation  for  the  charge,  but  the  evidence  is. 
not  strong  enough  against  the  prisoner  to  warrant  a  verdict 
of  guilty.  A  verdict  of  not  proven  is  Mibstantially  a  verdict 
of  acquittal    The  prisoner  cannot  be  tried  afterwards,  even 
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though  new  and  conclusive  evidence  come  to  light  after  the 
verdict.  But  though  the  prosecution  failed  to  prove  its  case, 
Monson  left  the  dock  cirvelopcd  by  heavy  clouds  oi  doubt  and 
suspicion. 

After  the  trial,  attention  was  drawn  to  the  issue,  who  would 
profit  by  Cecil  Hamhrough's  death?  The  London  Rnnew,  in 
discussing  the  situation,  laying  aside  question  as  to  the  actual 
criminality  in  what  was  undouhtedly  a  murder,  and  dealing 
merely  with  (he  insurance  aspect,  presented  the  following  points 
for  consideration: 

1.  First.  Mrs.  Monson.  The  assignment  of  Cecil  Hambrough.  it  is 
claimed,  was  known  by  Monson  to  be  invalid,  and  a  strong  point  was 
made  in  his  favor  on  this,  for  the  defense  and  in  the  summing  up, 
But  whether  money  wouEd  come  to  a»y  em/,  it  the  real  question  at 
iesue. 

a.  Granitng  inval!<lity  of  the  asiignmetit.  llic  next  «{  kin  would 
claim,  VIE.,  Major  Hsmbrough  Now  Major  Hambrough  was  under 
heavy  financial  obligations  to  Monson  and  Tot  ten  ha  m.  Monson 
also  owed  money  to  ToUenham.  Money  payable  to  Major  Ham- 
brough wcmld  tlicrelorc  be  intercepted  hy  his  creditors,  vis:.,  Monson, 
Tottenham  and  others.  And  money  payable  to  Tottenham  by  Monson 
would  be  intercepted  by  the  former. 

i.  It  is  obvious,  therefore,  tbat  assignment  or  no  assignment, 
Monson  would  profit  by  Cecil  Hambrough'i  death  now.  though  he 
might  or  might  not  do  better  at  ttis  majority. 

4.  Toitenham  certainly  would  profit,  as  he  had  purchased  a  judg- 
ment against  Cecil  Hambrough,  whicli,  being  for  necessaries,  would 
be  a  v^lid  claim  against  next  oE  kin  of  a  minor. 

5.  Monson  and  the  financiers  at  ilie  back  of  Tottenham  and  Major 
Hambrough  were  therefore  certain  to  profit  by  any  payment  by  sn 
insurance  company. 

6.  But  here  is  where  the  real  trouble  begins.  No  less  than  a  doteo 
life-insurance  companies  were  at  various  times  approBch«d  on  the 
maucr  of  Cecil  HambrouEh's  life  assurance,  and  to  each  and  all  was 
the  suggestion  made  oEa?stiring  Cecil  Hambrough's  life  (or  the  benefit 
of  Mrs.  Monson,  who  profc.tscd  to  have  claims  for  n  large  amount- 
To  each  of  the  life  offices,  however,  this  question  of  Mrs.  Monson'a 
insurable  interest  proved  an  in«urmountibl<  stumbling  block.  In 
the  case  of  the  Muiu.i!  Life  of  New  York  the  same  difTiculiy  presented 
itself:  hut  that  was  got  over  by  the  plan  of  young  Hambrough  insur- 
ing his  life  in  his  own  name,  being  at  liberty  afterwards  to  properly 
asslarn  the  policies  to  Mrs.  Monson.  It  seems  to  have  been  under- 
stood on  ihc  side  of  the  insurance  companies,  and  to  a  more  limited 
extent  by  Monson,  that  this  assignment  by  a  minor  would  be  invalid 
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unlciiK  accompanied  by  the  consent  of  his  faihcr,  a  next  of  kin.  And 
the  primary  beneficiary,  in  Ihe  evenl  of  Cecil  Hambniugh  not 
rcachiiiff  the  u^c  ol  twcnly-ooc. 

7.  Now  il  was  precisely  here  where  Monson  ovnreiched  himsell 
Cecil  Manibrough  had  been  proposed  to  ttic  Rcluincc  Mutual,  aad 
had  been  postponed  (or  mcdtcjl  reatuns.  In  the  pr»p»>al  mude  to 
the  Liverpool  and  London  and  Globe  thii  episode  of  the  Reliance 
Mutual  wa«  mentioned.  »iid  for  uoud  reason:  namely,  lliai  the  Liver- 
pool and  London  and  Globe  knew  all  about  it  already.  The  Muttial 
Life  of  New  York  was  aware  of  the  declinature  by  the  Reliance 
Mutual,  or  of  the  active  canvauing  amongit  the  dozen  ofAcei  in  con- 
nection with  Ibis  proposed  assurance.  The  proponul  made  Co  the 
Mutual,  therefore,  contained  no  mention  of  ibcM;  various  transaciiont, 
which,  if  referred  to,  would  have  made  Ihe  iwue  of  a  Ule  policy  by 
that  office  a  somewhat  doubtful  possibility.  It  is  10  be  noted  that  it 
wa«  on  Hie  3d  of  Augnii,  on  dediriature  by  the  Liverpool  and  London 
and  Globe,  that  Monson  went  to  the  Glasgow  office  of  the  Mutual  of 
New  York. 

8.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  proposal  made  to  the  Mutual  Life 
of  New  York  was  a  fraudulent  one,  and  absolutely  invalid.  But  as 
the  ingenious  Mr.  Loftux  Tottenham  Auggested  in  tlie  box  at  Edin- 
burfth.  as  he  was  to  get  i4.ooo  himself  out  oi  the  Mutual  money,  there 
wjis  every  reason  to  try.  as  it  was  expressed,  "to  bluff"  the  com- 
pany— an  unfortunate  expression  which  he  afterwards  tried  to  explain, 
saying  that  he  meant  to  have  a  try  for  the  money.  Even  as  the 
creditor  of  Major  Hambrough.  the  next  of  kin,  all  possibility  of 
"  blafUng  "  the  Mutual  Life  of  New  York  was  lintKhcd  at  an  interview 
between  Monson,  the  Mutual  ascnt,  and  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  in  the 
streets  of  Invciarr.  on  the  z^tli  of  August. 

In  due  collide,  December  3d,  1894,  an  action  was  brought 
in  the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  before  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
{Sir  CTiarlcs  Russell)  and  a  special  jury,  by  Dudley  Albert 
Hambrough,  the  father  and  administrator  of  the  estate  of 
Windsor  Dudley  Cecil  Hambrough,  deceased,  agsinst  the 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  of  New  York,  in  respect  ot 
two  life  policies  of  £io.ooa  each.  His  lordship  reviewed  the 
evidence  with  great  care  and  at  great  length,  dearly  setting 
forth  the  bt^ach  of  warranty,  the  fraudtdcnt  misrepresentations 
and  their  malcriality.  When  he  concluded,  the  jury  retired, 
and,  alter  an  absence  of  half  an  hour,  returned  with  the  follow- 
ing answers  to  the  questions  put  to  thrm:  The  application  to 
the  Reliance  was  deferred ;  the  deceased  did  apply  to  the  Liver- 
pool and  London  and  Globe;  he  was  declined  by  the  latter;  he 
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was  aware  of  the  unfavorable  opinion  as  to  attiumen;  fraudu- 
lent statements  were  made,  they  were  material,  and  they  influ- 
cncci)  the  insurers;  Monson  was  the  party  substantially  effect- 
ing the  insurance,  and  with  tlie  consent  and  acquiescence  of 
Cecil  Hambrough.  There  was  no  disiiosition  to  press  the 
charg'c  of  fraud  against  Cecil  Hambrough.  His  lordship  noted 
that  in  his  opinion  the  proposal  was  the  basis  of  the  contract, 
and  thai  if  any  statement  in  it  was  unlru<;  the  policy  could  not 
be  enforced  by  any  one.  Tlie  only  efTtct  of  the  policy  lieing 
absolutely  void  would  be  lliat  the  premium  paid  on  it  coold 
be  recovered;  it  was  immaterial  to  decide  that,  but  his  opinion 
was  that  it  was  void  allogetlicr.  Judgment  would  be  for  the 
defendants  witli  costs. 

The  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  showed  its  readiness 
from  the  start  to  acqyit  itself  of  the  claim,  but  as  the  MispiciOlU 
circumstances  attending  the  Ardlamont  mystery  were  devel- 
oped, the  management  was  bonnd  on  grounds  of  public  policy 
to  decline  payment  and  defend  action.  Practically,  the  grounds 
of  resistance  were  three  in  number.  First,  that  no  action  by 
Major  Hambrough  would  lie,  because  the  policies  had  been 
assigned  to  Mrs.  Monson;  secondly,  that  Cecil  Hambrough 
had  warranted  certain  statements  in  his  application  for  insur- 
ance as  true  which  were  untrue;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  policies 
had  been  obtained  by  fraud  on  the  part  of  young  Hambrough 
or  of  Mr.  Monson,  who  was  acting  as  his  agent,  or  rather  M 
the  controller  of  his  conduc-t,  in  the  matter  of  the  insurance. 
Of  these  contentions  the  most  important  one  was  the  plea  that 
Mr.  Cecil  Hambrough  had  himself  vitiated  the  policies  in  ques- 
tion by  warranting  certain  statements  in  his  application  for 
insurance  which  pt^jved  to  be  untrue.  It  is  pleasant  to  know 
that  "during  the  whole  course  of  a  trial  lasting  some  three 
days  there  was  not  the  faintest  attempt  to  prejudice  the  case 
by  reason  of  the  Mutual  T-ifc  being  an  American  company." 
Its  action  received  the  distinct  and  emphasized  approval  of  thf- 
British  press,  both  professional  and  general-  Of  course,  the 
conditions  were  difFcrcnl  from  those  where  a  widow  and  chil- 
dren attired  in  black  arc  part  of  the  scenery,  for  here  there  was 
only  the  abstract  body  of  creditors  of  Major  Hamhroiigh's 
estate,  Major  Hambrough  having  been  imported  into  tlie  busi- 
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ncss  by  the  purest  accutent  in  the  world,  and  against  his  will 
cvtn. 

A  few  weeks  afterward,  the  hearing  of  the  appeal  of  Major 
Hambrough  from  the  jiidgTuent  and  verdict  of  the  Lord  Oiicf 
Justice  and  the  special  jury,  took  place  in  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
before  the  Master  of  the  KolJs  and  Lord  Justices  Lopes  and 
Rifby. 

In  dismissing  the  appeal,  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  madtf 
short  work  of  it    In  the  course  of  his  review  he  said: 

Mr.  Monson  and  his  wife  Had  taken  a  young  man— he  did  not  want 
Id  say  much  nboui  the  wife,  for  hv  believed  she  was  just  as  much 
under  t^e  inflii«nc«  of  the  man  Monson  a«  ihis  young  boy— pretcn ding 
he  was  to  teach  him,  and  got  him  lo  Scotland,  and  by  himself,  by 
indunng  or  comjiclUns  his  wife  to  exercise  intluence  over  this  young 
man.  He  sccnicd  to  fiavc  obtained  audi  an  influence  over  this  weak 
man  that  he  was  what  the  Lxird  Chief  Justice  had  graphically 
deicribed  ax  "  like  so  much  putty  in  their  hands."  Thai  was  to  say, 
by  tclt!ng  him  to  do  a  thing  they  made  him  do  it,  and  he  had  no 
will  of  bis  own.  TItey  could  do  jiiM  as  they  pleased,  and  Monson 
reiolvcd  to  obtain  a  very  tar^e  insurance  on  his  life,  and  the  jury  had 
found  that  by  his  influence  over  him  sot  him  to  acquiesce  in  anything 
that  he  (Monton)  did.  and  he  acquiesced  so  completely  that  he 
allowed  Monson  to  get  an  insurance  on  his  life  in  any  way  or  form 
Monson  chose. 

He  proposed  to  get  the  insuntnee  by  pulling  it  in  the  name  of  Mrs. 
Monson.  He  said  he  was  the  trustee  and  guardian  of  thin  young 
man  in  absolute  fsLJschood.  He  said  he  was  his  tutor.  What  on 
earth  tic  taught  him  except  something  bad  he  could  not  say.  Monson 
said  this  young  man  was  lo  come  into  a  fortune  of  iaoo.oao.  and  had 
contraetcd  lo  buy  the  Ardl.-imont  estale  for  £48,000^  and  that  Mrs. 
Monson  was  lending  hitn  inimey.  and  therefore  she  could  honestly 
wish,  in  order  lo  repay  herself,  to  insure  his  life. 

A  greater  mass  ol  falsehoods  was  never  told  by  anybody.  A  diffi- 
culty arose  as  to  the  time  the  policy  could  be  got  through,  and  it 
was  suggested,  in  order  lo  avoid  delay,  that  it  should  be  taken  out 
in  Ha mbrongh's  name,  and  this  waa  agreed  lo.  What  Monson  had 
said  about  the  young  man  was  written  down  to  read  to  Hambrough. 
and  he  agreed  to  it,  but  Monson  was  at  his  back.  The  policies  were 
obtained  by  an  infamous  number  of  lies,  and  Hambrough's  rcprc- 
sentatii-e  could  not  come  forward  and  say,  "  I  Vnow  that  the  policies 
were  nbtatnrd  hy  nil  that  Monton  ^aid-  I  know  ihnt  he  in  an  infamous 
liar  and  deceived  the  company,  but  1  will  lake  the  policies  and  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  lies  at  all."  He  was  of  opinion  that  Monson 
was  acting  as  Kambroueh'f  agent,  and  therefore  any  falsehood  told 
by  him  could  be  used  against  the  person  for  whom  he  was  acting. 
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As  to  tfac  other  qnestioni.  he  quite  agreed  with  the  decision  of  tlH 
Lord  Chief  Jutiiicc.  The  policy  had  been  ohliiincil  hy  (raud,  and 
therefore  lti«  company  wa§  not  liable. 

Lord  Justices   Lopes  and   Kigby   concurred,  and  the  appeal   wa> 
djsmiucd  with  cost*. 


THE  WACKERLE  PUZZLE. 

No  case  within  our  knowledge  has  presented  such  conflict- 
ing testimony  and  led  to  such  opposite  conclusions  as  that  of 
Walburga  Wackerle  in  the  prosecution  of  claims  against  two 
prominent  insurance  companies.  The  persistence  of  this 
woman  under  the  most  discoura^ng  circumstances  not  only 
elicited  sympathy  from  the  public,  but  even  from  the  officers 
of  the  insurance  companies  who  resisted  her  claims,  and  it 
was  only  from  the  fullest  and  firmest  conviction  that  her  claims 
were  fraudulent  that  they  were  able  to  resist  them.  This  con- 
viction, forcible  from  the  first  presentation  of  the  claim,  was 
strengthened  by  subsequent  and  exhaustive  examination  of  the 
circum stances  of  the  case.  The  fact  that  the  death  of  the  claim- 
ant's husband  has  never  been  proven ;  that  the  alleged  remains 
were  never  satisfactorily  identtfietl;  that  another  person  and  not 
Wackcrle  was  known  to  have  been  killed  at  the  time  of  his 
alleged  deatti:  that  Wackcrle  was  found  and  fully  identified  by 
scores  of  neighbors  and  friends;  liiat  lie  was  a  pensioner  of  the 
government,  were  sufficient  to  justify  resistance,  no  one  will 
deny.  On  the  other  hand,  there  was  conflicting  evidence  as 
to  the  identity  of  Wackcrle.  His  poor  memory  respecting  his 
children,  their  names,  etc.,  influenced  the  jury,  no  doubt,  to 
render  a  verdict  as  they  did.  The  following  history  of  the  case 
wc  reprint  from  "  Rough  Notes,"  Indianapolis,  by  permission 
of  the  publishers. 

In  Carver  County,  Minnesota,  lived  a  plain,  honcsl  German 
farmer  by  the  name  of  William  Wackcrle.  Through  his  econo- 
mical habits  and  untiring  industry  he  accumulated  sufficient 
to  purchase  a  farm  and  live  comfortably  upon  it.  At  the  call 
of  the  governtnenl  for  troops  to  suppress  the  Southern  seces- 
sion movement,  he  enlisted  and  became  a  member  of  Ojmpany 
H.  Ninth  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Infantry.  He  served 
two  years  in  the  Union  army  and  was  discharged  on  account 
of  sickness. 
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In  the  year  1867.  he  soM  his  farm  and  other  property  for 
$3,000,  the  proceeds  of  which  Mrs.  Wackcrlc  took.  They 
moved  to  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  where,  under  the  persistent  impor- 
toniiiK  of  his  wife,  he  insured  his  life  for  $3,000  in  the  vEtna 
Life  Insurance  Company  of  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  $4,000  in  the 
Mutual  Life  of  New  York.  The  policies  were  made  payable, 
in  the  event  of  his  death,  to  hts  wife,  Walburga  Wackerle. 
Soon  after  obtaining  the  insurance  ihey  moved  to  Detroit, 
Mich.  They  had  resided  but  a  short  time  at  the  latter  place 
when  Wackerle  left  his  family,  and,  it  appears,  went  to  Cali- 
fornia. His  wife  followed  him  there,  and  through  advertising, 
found  him  at  Sacramento.  Subsequently  they  came  East,  and 
took  up  their  residence  in  Quincy,  III.  They  had  resided  there 
but  a  little  while  when  Wackerle  again  left  home  lor  parts 
unknown.  This  was  in  the  latter  jiart  of  tlie  year  1871.  After 
watting  over  a  year  and  not  hearing  from  her  husband,  Mrs, 
Wackerle  again  started  in  pursuit  of  him.  When  she  arrived 
in  St  Louis  she  called  upon  John  Wackerle,  his  brother,  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining,  if  possible,  where  William  had 
gone.  As  John  knew  the  trials  his  brother  had  endured,  and 
that  he  intended  to  abandon  his  wife,  he  told  her  he  believed 
her  husband  had  gone  South.  She  imme<lialcly  started  upon 
the  supposed  trail.  When  she  arrivctl  in  Shrcvcport.  La.,  she 
got  information  that  the  year  previous,  Occcmbcr  25th,  1872, 
a  man  was  killed  on  the  Texas  Pacific  Railroad  by  being  run 
over  by  a  train  of  cars,  nine  miles  from  that  city.  Assuming 
that  it  was  her  husband,  she  commenced  at  once  to  procure 
evidence  to  that  effect.  The  agent  of  the  ^tna  Company,  at 
Shreveport,  furnished  her  with  blanks  indicating  what  was 
necessary  to  establish  his  identity  and  death. 

In  February,  1874,  Mrs.  Wackerle  visited  the  Mtm  office,  in 
Hartford,  with  the  "  proofs  of  death."  She  represented  to  the 
ofHcers  of  the  company  that  she  was  very  poor,  and  that  she 
had  endured  great  hardships  in  getting  the  "  proofs "  and  reach- 
ing Hartford.  Her  general  appearance  indicated  the  truthful- 
ness of  her  statements.  She  was  told  by  the  president  of  the 
jElna  that  the  company  was  entitled  to  ninety  days  in  which 
to  investigate  the  justness  of  the  claim,  and  if  found  correct 
it  would  be  paid  promptly  when  due.    Mrs.  Wackerle  also  pre- 
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acnted  th«  claim  to  the  Mutual  Life,  of  N«w  York,  and  was 
told  by  that  company  that  as  tlie  /Etna  was  to  make  an  invesii- 
galion  of  th«  case,  it  would  wah  the  action  of  that  company, 
and  be  govcrnccl  by  i«  conclusions. 

The  "  proofs  of  death  "  turnislied  by  Mrs.  Wackcrle  were 
incomplete  and  unsatiGfactory,  and  the  justness  of  the  claim 
could  only  be  determined  by  an  investigation.  Two  affidavits 
identified  the  party  killed  as  Wackerle-  In  one,  the  deponent 
was  made  to  say  that  on  the  2Sth  of  December,  1872,  "  a  man 
by  the  name  of  William  Wackerle,  well  known  to  the  deponent, 
having  worked  with  him  on  section  2  of  the  Texas  Pacific  Rail- 
road— was  killed  by  being  run  over  by  the  freight  train  "... 
and  further  says  that  he  "  saw  said  Wackcrle  after  his  death, 
and-  knows  him  to  have  been  the  same  party  he  knew  alive 
by  that  name."  The  other  affidavit  stated  "  that  on  the  25th 
of  December,  1872,  one  \\'^illiam  Wackerle,  a  laborer  on  the 
Texas  Pacific  Railroad,  was  killed  at  a  place  about  nine  miles 
from  the  city  of  Shreveport,  by  being  run  over  by  a  tr^n  of 
the  Texas  Pacific  Railway  Company;  that  he  was  present  and 
saw  said  William  Wackerle,  deceased,  when  his  body  was  sent 
to  Shreveport  for  coroner's  inquest  and  interment;  that  he  lias 
frequently  heard  the  deceased  spell  his  name  W-e-c-k-e-r-l-«  to 
deponent."  The  certificate  of  death  and  burial  gave  the  name 
of  the  deceased  as  "  unknown."  Mrs.  Wackerle  furnished 
other  affidavits  in  which  it  was  stated  that  a  man  was  killed 
on  the  25th  of  December,  [872,  and  they  "have  since  heard 
and  been  led  to  believe  it  was  William  Wackcrle." 

The  companies  had  every  reason  to  believe  that  a  man  had 
been  killed  uiwn  the  railroad  near  Shreveport.  as  alleged,  but 
the  evidence  showing  it  was  Wackerle,  and  the  husband  of  the 
claimant,  was  of  a  questionable  character,  to  say  the  least.  In 
order  to  ascertain  the  facts,  an  employe  of  the  ^tna  went  to 
Shreveport  and  made  careful  inquiry.  He  ascertained  that  the 
two  affidavits  identifying  Wackerle  as  the  party  killed,  were 
made  by  ignorant  freedineii.  who  could  neither  read  nor  write. 
When  the  affidavits  they  had  made  were  read  to  them  they 
declared  that  their  ignorance  had  been  taken  advantage  of. 
and  what  the  affidavits  contained  was  not  true.  Tliey  simply 
intended  to  state  that  a  man  was  killed  on  the  Texas  Pacific 
Railroad  on  the  25th  of  December,  1872. 
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The  man  killed  belongwl  to  a  gang  of  "  construction  hands" 
cmployt-d  by  ihc  railroad,  and  at  the  time  the  engine  struck 
him  he  was  lying  drunk  upon  (lie  track.  The  body  was  taken 
to  Slircvcport  and  an  inquest  was  held  in  tlie  evening.  As  no 
one  appeared  to  identify  the  body,  it  was  buried  as  one  "  un- 
known." The  verdict  of  the  inquest  was  to  the  eflfect  that  no 
blame  was  attachable  to  the  employes  of  the  road. 

The  imposition  practiced  upon  the  freedmen,  together  with 
other  circumstances,  which  will  appear  hereafter,  led  the  com- 
pany to  pursue  the  investigation,  with  a  view  of  learning,  if 
possible,  who  the  party  was  thot  was  kUled.  It  was  found  that 
the  name  of  William  Wackcrlc  did  not  appear  on  the  pay-roll 
of  the  railroad,  and  this  fact  was  certified  to  by  the  road-master, 
pa>'mastcr,  assistant  treasurer,  anrl  foreman  of  the  gang  to 
which  the  man  who  was  killed  belonged. 

Tlie  road-master  made  affidavit  "that  to  the  best  of  bis 
knowledge  and  Iwlicf,  William  Wackerle  was  not  in  the  employ 
of  the  Texas  Pacific  Railway  Comjwtny,  as  alleged,  and  that  he 
knows  of  no  such  man  having  been  killed  on  said  road,  but 
to  his  best  knowledge  and  belief,  the  only  man  killed  on  said 
road  about  the  time,  at  or  near  the  place  at  w!tich  it  is  said 
William  Wackcrle  was  killed,  ^WM  a  man  named  Frank  Ettine, 
who  was  an  employ^  of  the  road  at  said  time." 

The  paymaster  of  the  road  staled,  under  oath,  that  the  name 
of  William  Wackcrlc  did  not  appear  on  any  of  the  pay-rolls 
of  said  company,  as  an  employe  or  otherwise,  and  that  to  his 
best  knowledge  and  belief,  the  man  killed  by  the  train  on  or 
about  the  2Sth  of  December,  187a,  at  or  near  the  place  where 
it  is  said  that  William  Wackcrlc  was  killed,  was  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Frank  Ettine,  who  was  at  the  lime  of  his  death  an 
employ^  of  tlic  Texas  Pacific  Railway  Company. 

The  foreman  of  the  gang  of  men  engaged  in  track  rcpMrs 
on  the  Texas  Pacific  Railroad,  to  which  the  party  killed  be- 
longed, made  affidavit  that  on  or  about  the  25th  of  December. 
1872,  one  Frank  Ettine  was  killed  by  a  train  going  cast,  near 
Shreveport,  and  there  was  no  other  man  killed  during  that  day, 
or  at  that  place;  that  he  knew  the  man  killed,  personally,  he 
having  belonged  to  his  gang  for  about  three  and  one-half 
months,  and  during  that  time  was  under  his  dJrectioa     Frank 
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Ettine  was  a  native  of  Belgium.  He  also  stated  that  he  never 
knew  any  man  by  the  nanic  of  William  Wackerle.  Frank 
Ettine  was  about  five  feet  six  and  one-halt  indies  high,  fair 
hair,  gray  eyes,  light  complexion  and  whiskers  inclintil  to  be 
of  a  reddish  ttnge.  He  further  stated  that  when  Mrs.  Wackerk 
first  came  to  him  she  described  her  husband  as  five  feet  ten  or 
eleven  inches  in  height,  weight  i8o  to  190  pounds,  high  fore- 
head, high  cheek  bones,  black  hair  and  eyes.  He  told  her  that 
ttie  man  killed  wa^  not  her  husband. 

During  the  investigation  Mrs.  Wackerle  remained  in  Hart- 
ford. She  made  special  effort  to  extend  her  acquaintance  and 
enlist  the  sympathy  of  the  leading  citizens  of  the  city.  The 
rehearsal  of  her  trials  in  getting  the  "  proofs,"  and  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  her  long  journey  to  make  personal  application  to  the 
company  for  the  insurance,  was  very  interesting,  and  in  the 
absence  of  knowledge  of  the  facts  would  generally  be  accepted 
and  believed. 

With  the  information  the  company  had  there  vras  no  course 
to  pursue  but  to  decline  to  pay.  There  was  dear  evidence 
that  the  mar  killed  was  not  her  husband,  but  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Frank  Ettine. 

Mrs.  Wackerle  denounced  the  company  in  unmeasured  terms 
because  of  its  refusal  to  recognize  and  pay  her  claim;  and  from 
the  people  to  whom  she  related  her  story  she  obtained  much 
sympathy.  She  returned  to  Shreveport  with  a  view  of  perfect- 
ing the  proof  of  her  husband's  death.  Along  the  route  she 
permitted  representatives  of  the  press  to  "interview"  her  re- 
specting her  grievances,  and  columns  were  printed  denouncing 
the  companies  for  refusing  to  pay.  Patrons  of  life  insurance 
entered  their  protests  against  the  position  taken  by  the  com- 
panies, claiming  that  it  was  calculated  to  discredit  the  business. 

At  this  time  Mrs.  Wackerle  had  other  "  strings  to  her  bow," 
There  was  due  to  the  man  Ettine,  at  the  time  of  his  death,  for 
services  to  the  Texas  Padfic  Railroad  the  sum  of  $4a  The 
amount  was  paid  to  another  laborer  claiming  to  be  a  cousin  of 
Rttine.  If  she  was  successful  in  establishing  the  fact  that  her 
husband  was  the  man  killed  upon  the  railroad,  it  was  her  inten- 
tion to  pursue  the  mad,  not  only  fur  the  $40,  but  also  for 
damages  for  killing  him. 
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She  made  demand  at  the  general  office  of  tlie  road,  in  Phila- 
delphia, for  the  $4a  Although  the  sum  had  been  previously 
paid,  to  prevent  llip  annoyance  she  yave  the  officers,  they 
offered  to  i>ay  her  $40  provided  she  would  sign  a  receipt  releas- 
ing the  road  from  all  liability  for  damages.  She  declined  to 
sign  the  receipt  they  requcstrd,  and  denounced  the  officers  for 
attempting  such  an  imposition  on  her.  She  infonncd  Uiem 
they  would  yet  have  to  pay  smartly  (or  attempting  to  cheat  her. 

During  her  travels,  Mrs.  Wackcrle  ascertained  that  a  certain 
bounty  was  paid  by  the  government  to  its  discharged  soldiers, 
if  applied  for  within  a  certain  time.  The  limitation  had  expired 
before  she  became  aware  of  the  law  granting  the  extra  bounty. 
She  went  to  Washington  and  insisted  upon  her  claim  being 
recognized.  She  told  the  story  of  her  hardships,  about  her 
claims  on  the  insurance  companies  and  the  railroad.  As  the 
widow  of  Mr.  Wackerle,  who  was  a  faithful  soldier,  she  de- 
manded of  the  government  that  in  some  way  it  pay  her  the 
bounty  10  which  she  would  have  been  entitled  if  applied  for 
in  time.  The  Secretary  of  War  yielded  to  her  solicitations  and 
wrote  a  letter,  directed  to  the  Committee  on  Oaims,  advising 
that  a  special  act  be  introduced  into  Congress  granting  her,  as 
the  widow  of  Wackcrle.  a  bounty.  Press  of  business  pre- 
vented the  introduction  of  the  bill,  and  it  went  over  to  the 
next  Congress. 

Mrs.  Wackerle's  trip  to  Shreveport  was  followed  by  the 
euslomar)'  newspaper  assaults  upon  the  insurance  companies. 
She  brought  suit  against  the  .^tna  Life  in  the  District  Court 
of  Caddo  Parish,  Louisiana.  Messrs.  Looncy  &  Elstner.  attor- 
neys at  Shreveport,  acted  for  her,  and  Messrs.  Alexander  &  Bell 
were  employed  by  the  company.  The  cause  came  up  (or  trial 
before  Judge  A.  D.  Land. 

The  trial  was  of  unusual  length,  and  elicited  much  interest 
among  the  people  of  Shreveport  and  vicinity.  Some  of  the 
testimony  introduced  by  the  plaintiff  wns  of  a  questionable 
character.  Several  of  the  witnesse-s  had  unenviable  reputations, 
and  it  was  shown  in  court  that  they  were  not  worthy  of  con- 
fidence. It  was  admitted  by  the  company  that  a  man  was 
killed,  birt  it  claimed  that  he  was  not  Wackerle.  The  court 
and  jury,  however,  concluded  that  as  there  was  some  mdired 
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testimony  to  the  effect  that  it  was  Wackcrlc.  and  as  the 
tuidcw  (?)  insisted  that  it  was  her  husband,  they  would  give 
her  the  benefit  o(  the  doubt,  and  a  ver<lict  was  given  in  her 
favor.  The  Etna's  attorney  immediately  gave  notice  of  an 
appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  Louisiana,  July  term,  1878. 

After  the  trial,  Mrs.  Wackerle  again  visited  Hartiord  and 
New  York  with  a  letter  from  one  of  her  attorneys  directed  to 
the  j^tna  Company,  in  which  he  urged  that  the  appeal  be  wilh- 
drawn.  He  stated  that  he  recognised  the  company's  right  to 
know  that  the  man  killed  was  the  identical  party  it  insured. 
Having  established  that  fact  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  District 
Court,  he  relied  on  the  high  reputation  of  the  company  for 
fair  dealing  "  not  to  pursue  this  poor  woman  any  further." 

Mrs,  Wackcrle's  trip  North  was  followed  by  another  strain 
of  newspaper  al)use  of  tlie  companies.  An  item  appeared  in 
the  //ni*  York  Mail,  referring  to  the  case,  which  came  to  the 
notice  of  a  Mr.  Jose])h  VVcinmann.  of  Faribault.  Minn.  He 
recognized  the  name  of  William  Wackcrlc  as  a  meinher  of  his 
company  in  the  Ninth  Minnesota  Regiment,  and  immediately 
wrote  10  the  publishers  of  the  Maii  that  he  could  give  the 
company  important  information  if  put  in  cnrrespomlence  with 
it.  The  letter  was  forwarded  to  the  ^ina,  and  an  a«ljustcr 
wa.t  immediately  sent  to  Faribatdt  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing what  Mr.  Wclnmann  knew  respecting  the  case.  The  ad- 
juster found  that  Mr.  Weinmann  ivas  a  respectable  citizen,  and 
during  the  war  was  First  Lieutenant  of  Company  H.  Ninth 
Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteers,  and  that  William  Wackerle 
was  a  member  of  his  company  for  about  two  years.  H«  had 
known  Wackerle  well,  and  had  been  in  correspondence  with 
him  for  some  time,  Wackerle's  object  in  writing  Mr.  Wein- 
mann being  to  obtain  his  assistance  in  procuring  a  pcnsicHi 
from  tlie  government.  Mr.  Weinmann  showed  the  adjuster 
a  letter  he  had  recently  received  from  Wackerle.  written  in 
Cahfomia.  in  which  he  said.  "  I  would  ask  you  to  make  some 
inquiries  about  my  wife.  Can  you  find  out  her  whereabouts? 
She  used  to  live  in  Quincy,  111.,  and  I  have  heard  that  she 
married  again.  I  was  insured  in  two  life-insurance  companies 
because  she  forced  me  lo.  and  I  did  it  to  have  peace  with  her, 
but  it  grew  worse  afteru-ards,  and  had  I  not  left  her  I  would 
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he  dead  long  ago.  I  left  her  cvcr>'tliinfi:--l>td.  clothes,  and 
tliL-  money  of  my  land,  and  what  i  tiad  earned,  i  worked  [or 
my  passage  to  California." 

While  the  officers  of  the  company  had  not  believed  that  Mr. 
Wackerle  was  dead,  this  was  the  first  reliahle  information  they 
liad  received  of  his  whereabouts.  A  representative  of  the  com- 
pany  and  Lieiitetiajit  Weinmann  at  once  started  for  California, 
and  on  arriving  at  San  Francisco  found  tliat  Wackerle  was 
some  two  hundred  miles  up  the  coast,  in  Humboldt  County. 
A  friendly  telegram  was  sent,  which  broug:ht  httn  to  Uieni. 
He  was  found  to  be  the  identical  William  Wackerle  whom  the 
company  had  been  searching  for  so  long.  He  gave  to  the 
Etna's  representative  his  reasons  for  leaving  hts  wife,  among 
utlier  things  because  he  considered  her  a  desperate  woman, 
and  he  was  afraid  she  would  take  his  life  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  insurance.  The  following  affidavit  was  made  by 
Mr.  Wackerle: 


ss. 


State  of  California.      1 
Couxry  of  San  FitANciiCO.  f 

William  Wack«rlc.  of  Hrdcsville.  in  the  eounty  of  HumtK>ldt  and 
State  of  Calilomia.  b(;ine  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  Thai  he  was 
bom  in  Gcrmaoy  on  the  30th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1826;  that  his 
father's  name  was  John  Michael  Wackerle.  and  his  mother's  name 
was  Jacobinal  Wackerle:  lliat  on  the  141I1  dJiy  of  Nnvember.  A.  D. 
185S.  in  the  town  uf  Shakopic.  in  tltc  State  ot  MinncsoU.  he  was 
married  to  Walburga  Schneider.  <laughtcr  of  Anionio  and  Magda- 
line  Schneider,  and  the  marriage  ceremony  was  performed  by  Cor- 
nelius Weisman.  a  Catholic  pricsi;  thnt  he  resided  in  said  State  of 
MinnesoLi  until  about  the  year  1865;  tlial  he  was  3  member  of  Com- 
pany H,  Ninth  Regiment  Minnesota  Volunteer  Inf.mlry;  that  he 
moved  his  family  to  Milw-aukec,  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  and  while 
a  resident  of  said  Milwaukee  he  made  application  for  and  received 
of  tlie  £tna  Life  fnsurancc  Company  ol  Hartford.  Conn.,  a  policy 
ot  insurance  on  his  life  for  the  sum  of  Si.ooo,  payable  in  the  event 
o(  his  death  to  his  wife,  Walburga  Wackerle;  that  he  subsequently 
moved  with  his  wife  to  Detroit  in  the  State  ol  Michigan.  While 
residing  in  Detroit  he  surrendered  ttie  »aid  policy  of  insurance  or 
discontinued  payments  under  same  and  look  from  said  company  in 
its  stead  another  policy  of  same  amount — $3.000 — and  payable  lo  his 
wife,  the  said  Walhursa  Wat^erk,  in  the  event  ol  his  death,  the 
latter  policy  dated  May.  1869:  that  he  left  his  wife  and  went  to 
Sacramento,  in  the  State  of  California;  that  she  subsequently  came 
to  the  place  where  he  was  then   living;  that  in  company  with  his 
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wife  they  went  to  Quincy,  in  the  Sutc  »f  Illinois,  and  Uicrc  resided 
together  till  the  year  1871.  when  he  a^ain  left  his  wife  and  went  to 
Sacramcnlo.  in  the  Slate  of  CalifomiK,  and  u  now  lesidiiiK  >>>  Hydea- 
villc,  in  tlic  Sutc  oi  Caliiornia:  and  Ihjt  he  doe&  not  know  the  wbcrc- 
abuuts  of  Biud  Walburgx  Wackcrle,  not  having  beard  trom  her  lor 
several  yrars. 

(Signed)  William  Wackerle. 

Subscribed  and  iwoni  to  before  me  thia  34th  day  of  Jane,  A.  D. 
i8;8. 

(Signed)  JoilH  Hamill,  Noury  Public. 

While  ihc  adjuster  and  Mr.  Wcinmann  were  waiting  for  the 
arrival  u[  Mr.  Wackerlc,  two  Gennaii  iinjlhers  by  the  name 
of  John  Hcin  anJ  J.  N.  Hein,  formerly  residents  of  Miiint!suta 
and  neighbors  of  Wackerlc,  and  who  knew  him  antl  his  wife 
intimately,  were  (ouritl  at  San  Fnuicisco,  and  arrangements 
were  made  for  them  lo  meet  Wackerle  upon  his  arrival.  Im- 
mediately upon  the  landing  of  the  steamer  tlie  four  j;^-ntlcmcn 
in  question  recog^nized  each  other  and  had  a  long  talk  relative 
to  incidents  which  had  occurred  in  their  experience  in  Minne- 
sota while  living  as  neighbors.  Affidavits  of  Weinmann  and 
of  the  two  Heins  were  taken,  which  ftilly  corroborated  that 
made  by  Wackerle.  All  of  the  gentlemen  went  to  a  photo- 
grapher, and  their  pictures  were  taken  separately  and  also  in  a 
group.  These  papers  and  photographs  were  fonvardcd  to 
Attorney  Bell  at  Shrevcport.  for  the  purpose  of  being  presented 
at  the  hearing  of  the  case  which  was  to  come  up  in  a  few  days 
on  the  appeal.  The  facts  set  forth  in  Wackerle's  aflidavit 
accorded  with  the  statements  made  by  his  wife.  Wackerle 
related  lo  the  adjuster  in  an  unhesitating  and  straightforward 
manner  his  experience  while  living  with  her — many  incidents 
of  which  Mrs.  Wackerle  had  previously  given,  and  were  known 
to  tlie  adjuster. 

Upon  tlie  presentation  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  evi- 
dence that  Wackerle  was  living,  the  Judge  granted  a  new  trial, 
but  with  the  understanding  that  the  company  would  only  be 
permitted  to  prove  the  fact. 

A  commission  was  issued  for  the  taking  of  testimony,  and 
Mrs.  Wackerle  was  notified  to  appear  in  Carver.  Minn.,  and 
meet  the  husband  she  liad  so  persistently  claimed  was  dead. 
In  the  meantime  Wackerle  was  sent  for,  and  he  immediately 
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came  East.  He  visited  his  old  neighbors  and  friends  in  Carver 
and  Chaska,  Minn.,  all  of  whom  jirumptly  rccugnucd  him. 
Mrs.  Wackcric  went  to  Minnvsola,  but,  for  reasons  best  knou-ii 
to  herself,  »hc  would  nut  be  present  when  Uie  de[K>sitions  were 
taken.  She  evaded  several  attempts  to  get  her  and  Wackerle 
togclhcr. 

While  Lt«ut.  Weinmatin  and  Wackerle  were  in  pursuit  of 
Mrs.  Wackerle  at  St.  Paul  to  bring  about  a  meeting  of  the 
couple,  tliey  accidentally  met  John  Wackerle,  William's 
brother.  Botli  at  once  recognized  each  other.  Tliis  addcii 
another  link  to  the  chain  of  evidence  so  rapidly  fonnin^  to 
defeat  the  unjust  claim  of  the  woman  that  she  was  a  widow 
and  entitled  to  the  insurance  upon  tlic  life  of  her  deceased 
husbanil. 

The  testimony  of  some  twenty-five  witnesses  was  taken,  in 
Carver  antl  Chaska,  to  the  effect  that  they  knew  Wackcric  and 
his  wife,  and  that  Ihcy  knew  him  to  be  the  identical  person 
who  previously  resided  there.  Some  of  the  witnesses  were 
present  at  their  marriage;  others  served  with  him  in  the  army. 

Mrs.  Wackerle  persistently  refused  to  meet  her  husband.  It 
was,  however,  important  to  complete  the  evidence  which  the 
company  desircil  to  give  at  the  second  trial,  that  Mrs.  Wack- 
erle should  also  be  identified  as  the  wife  of  Wackerle  and  the 
ptaintiH  in  the  litigation.  In  order  to  accomplish  what  was 
desired  in  this  respect.  Lieutenant  Wcinmann,  who,  as  stated 
above,  was  a  resident  of  Faribault,  and  with  whom  Wackcric 
was  stopping,  arranged  with  a  prominent  county  official  at 
Chaska,  that  if  she  visited  that  place  to  take  her  in  and  tele- 
graph him,  in  order  th.nt  he  might  bring  Wackerle  and  have 
them  meet  in  the  presence  of  panics  who  knew  them  both. 
The  arrangement  was  successful,  and  Wackerle,  for  the  first 
time  in  many  years,  met  his  wife  in  the  presence  of  a  lai^ 
number  of  their  old  neighbors,  who  subsequently  gave  testi- 
mony that  they  knew  them  both,  and  that  they  were  the  iden- 
tical parties  who  were  formerly  residents  of  that  town. 

When  Wackerle  and  his  wife  met,  he  said  to  her,  "  Do  you 
now  say  that  T  am  not  your  husband,  and  that  T  am  dead?" 
To  which  Mrs,  Wackerle  replied,  "The  courts  of  Louisiana 
win  decide  whether  or  not  your  are  my  husband ;  I  want  noth- 


PROBLEMATICAL  CASES. 


ing  to  do  witli  you."  Mrs.  Wackerle  immediately  left  tbc 
liou&e  and  the  town,  apparently  indignant  that  she  had  been 
compelled  to  face  her  huRhand. 

At  the  second  trial  in  Slireveport,  the  company  presented 
depositions  o(  Wackerle,  Lieutenant  Weinmann,  John  Wack- 
erle, and  some  twenty-five  others,  prominent  residents  of 
Chaska  County,  all  showing  conclusively  tliat  Wackerle  was 
living. 

In  rebuttal  of  the  evidence  presented  by  the  company  to 
the  effect  that  Wackerle  was  living,  Mrs.  Wackerle  caused  the 
body  of  the  man  killed  at  Shrcvcport  to  be  exhumed;  and 
although  the  burial  had  occurred  sonic  (our  or  five  years  be- 
fore, she  testified  that  she  recognized  the  corpse  as  that  of 
Iier  husband.  She  was  positive  in  her  testimony  of  the  fact 
that  It  was  the  body  of  her  deceased  husband.  Notwithsland- 
ing  there  was  nothing  left  but  the  skeleton,  she  said  that  slic 
recognized  it  from  peculiarities  of  the  teeth,  which  she  remem- 
bered,  and  they  were  identical  with  those  of  her  husband. 

The  evidence  that  Wackerle  was  living  was  90  conclusive 
that  a  verdict  was  given  for  the  company.  To  this  she  took 
an  appeal.  At  the  October,  [880,  term  of  the  Supreme  Court 
it  was  finally  disposed  of.  In  closing  his  opinion,  the  Judge 
said:  "The  testimony  conclusively  establishes  that  Wackerle, 
Ihe  identical  person  whose  life  was  insured,  is  still  living,  and 
unmasks  one  of  the  boldest  and  most  scandalous  schemes  of 
fraud  upon  the  defendant,  the  court  and  her  counsel,  ever  con- 
ceived, and  carried  to  the  very  verge  of  success.  It  is  there- 
fore ordered,  adjudged  and  decreed,  that  the  judgment  appealed 
from  be  affirmed  at  appellant's  cost."  So  far  as  the  jCtna  was 
concerned,  tliis  ended  the  litigation. 

The  suit  against  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  was 
brought  by  Mrs.  Wackerle  in  St  Louis.  The  jury  was  com- 
po-ied  exclusively  of  farmers.  A.  R.  Taylor,  of  St.  I^iuis,  was 
counsel  for  the  plaintiff,  and  Messrs.  Grover  &  Shepley  were 
coun.sel  for  the  company. 

Mr.  Taylor  opened  the  case  by  outlining  to  the  jury  the 
particulars  of  the  claim;  a  suit  was  originally  brought  in  the 
Slate  Court,  hut  had  been  transferred  by  tlic  defendants  to  the 
Federal  Court 
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Mrs.  Wackeric,  l>eing  swom,  related  the  facts,  mainly,  as 
given,  respecting  the  ^tna  case,  and  swore  that  she  first 
learned  of  her  husband's  death  through  his  brother,  John 
Wackcrle.  She  met  him  at  Carondclvt,  and  he  told  her  that 
her  husband  was  dead.  Subscguently  she  went  to  Shreveport 
and  had  her  husband's  body  exhumed,  and  identified  it  by  a 
broken  tooth,  and  by  his  hair,  whiskers  and  clolhiiig.  She  was 
sure  it  was  the  bcxly  of  her  husband.  He  was  killed  December 
25th,  1872,  and  she  had  his  body  dug  up  in  March.  1874. 

Upon  cross-exam  in  aiiun  she  said  tliai  she  received  a  note 
from  her  lawyer,  at  Shreveport,  thai  tried  the  case  ag,iinst  the 
Mtna,  telling  her  that  a  lawyer  named  Wcinmann  had  a  man 
at  Karibault,  Minn.,  that  was  said  to  be  her  husband;  that  she 
went  to  see  about  it.  She  called  on  the  chief  of  police  ilicre, 
and  he  told  her  to  go  10  Mr.  Dunham's,  where  the  man  would 
be.  She  told  him  she  wanted  to  see  the  man  they  s;iid  was 
her  huslwnd.  and  that  he  should  bring  him  to  her.  He  did 
not  bring  him  to  her,  hut  brought  him  in  front  of  the  bouse 
and  she  saw  him.  She  (hd  not  call  him  in  because  he  ^va9 
a  stranger  to  her.  She  did  not  think  that  the  man  said  to  be 
her  htisband  saw  her  at  the  time  she  saw  him.  .At  a  Mr. 
Greiner's  she  met  the  man  they  said  was  ber  husband.  TTiere 
were  a  good  many  there,  but  she  did  not  know  who  they  were. 
Lawyer  Weinniann  was  there.  The  man  said,  "  Walburga, 
don't  you  know  me?"  She  replied  thai  that  matter  had  to  be 
settled  in  court.     She  did  not  tell  him  he  was  an  impostor. 

At  this  point  John  Wackeric  confronted  the  witness,  and 
she  was  asked  if  she  recogTiizcd  him.  She  replied  she  had 
never  seen  him  before.  She  stated  that  he  was  a  stranger  to 
her,  and  she  knew  nothing  about  hini;  that  John  VVackerle, 
the  brother  of  her  husband,  was  a  taller  man,  and  looked  alto- 
gether different.  William  Wackerle  was  then  called  in  front 
of  the  witness,  and  she  was  asked  if  she  recognized  him.  Her 
reply  was,  "This  man  is  a  stfangcr  to  nie,  like  the  one  before. 
I  saw  him  once  in  Minnesota,  but  he  has  changed  some  from 
what  he  was  before.  This  man  is  not  my  husband.  1  never 
lived  with  him  as  his  wife.  I  never  saw  him  except  in  Minne- 
sota, once,  and  here,  now." 

Here  the  plaintiff  rested  her  case. 
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Mr.  Shcplcy,  counsel  for  the  delense,  in  his  opening  address 
to  the  jury,,  said  that  he  expected  to  prove  that  the  chief  of 
police  at  Faribault,  took  William  Wockerle  by  the  house  where 
Mrs.  Wackerle  was,  and  that  she  went  to  the  chief  of  police 
and  asked  him  the  quickest  wa.y  she  coukt  get  out  of  town 
without  that  man  seeing  her;  that  two  interviews  were  arranged, 
at  Carver  and  Chaska,  where  the  paniex  had  lived,  and  were 
known  to  many  persons;  that  it  was  only  by  a  trick  that  Mrs. 
Wackerle  was  got  to  the  house  of  one  Grcincr,  where  Mr. 
Wackerle  was,  and  where  many  persons  who  knew  them  both 
were;  tliat  at  that  time  Mrs.  Wackerle  made  no  pretense  of 
calling  Mr.  Wackerle  an  impostor;  that  all  she  could  be  got 
to  say  was  that  the  matter  must  be  settled  in  the  court  He 
also  stated  how  Welnmanr  became  aware  of  the  litigation  with 
the  j^tna  Life  Insurance  Company;  how  he  wrote  the  com- 
pany, informing  them  of  the  existence  of  Mr.  Wackerle;  he 
also  stated  that  he  should  produce  witnesses  before  the  court 
who  knew  Mr.  Wackerle  ever  since  1850 — before  he  was  mar- 
ried— and  down  to  the  present  time,  and  would  present  over- 
whelming proof  that  the  person  claiming  to  be  William  Wack- 
erle was  the  identical  person  who  was  insured,  and  the  husband 
of  the  plaintifF.  but  that  he  was  now  divorced  from  her. 

Jacob  Sommer.  sworn,  stated  that  he  lived  in  Illinois;  had 
previously  lived  on  Tom  Allen's  place,  near  St.  Louis,  for 
eighteen  years;  he  was  a  gardener;  he  had  known  William 
Wackerle  since  he  was  a  little  boy;  knew  him  in  the  old 
country;  saw  him  in  St.  Louis  in  1S71;  was  told  by  Wackerle 
that  he  was  going  South;  saw  Mrs.  Wackerle  once;  she  came 
to  see  him,  and  asked  him  if  he  knew  where  her  husband  had 
gone;  in  the  spring  of  1872  Wackerle  came  back,  and  said 
he  was  going  to  California;  he  knew  that  the  party  in  the  court- 
room who  claimed  to  be  William  Wackerle  was  the  identical 
person,  and  that  John  Wacktrlc  was  also  the  brother  of  Wil- 
liam; he  was  acquainted  with  hini;  he  had  known  John  Wack- 
erle for  eighteen  years;  they  were  neighbors  in  the  old  country; 
he  had  played  with  William  when  they  were  boys:  Mrs.  Wack- 
erle came  to  him  and  asked  him  if  he  knew  where  her  husband 
had  gone;  he  told  her  he  did  not  know,  but  that  he  said  lie 
was  going  South.    Upon   cross-exaininstion   he  stated  that 


PROBLEMATICAL  CASES. 


tKU 


Wackcrlc  left  Germany  about  ten  years  b«forc  he  did,  and  was 
about  ten  years  older  than  he  was;  when  he  met  Wackerle  in 
this  country  he  knew  him  right  away,  and  Wackerle  knew  him. 

John  Bruch  was  sworn,  and  slated  that  he  lived  in  St.  Louis; 
that  he  had  known  William  Wackerle  about  thirty  years;  thai 
in  1851  Wackerle  boarded  with  htm;  in  1854  Wackerle  went  to 
Miimc5uta:  he  recugnizcd  William  Wackerle  in  the  court-room 
as  the  identical  person — he  was  certain  of  it;  in  October,  1871, 
Wackerle  boarded  with  him  a  couple  o!  weeks:  that  was  at  the 
time  he  returned  from  the  South;  Wackerle  returned  to  Sl 
Louis  in  April.  1872,  and  boarded  with  him  again  a  week  or 
ten  days;  he  then  left  to  go  to  California;  ht-  saw  him  off:  he 
had  not  seen  him  since  till  about  a  week  ago:  he  knew  John 
Wackcrlc,  his  brother;  John  has  boarded  with  him  more  or 
less  since  1851;  in  1R73  Mrs.  Wackerle  came  to  his  house 
and  asked  if  he  could  tell  her  anything  about  her  husband, 
William  Wackerle;  he  told  her  he  did  not  know  where  he  waa, 
but  that  John  Wackcrlc  was  there  and  was  eating  his  dinner; 
at  the  interview  between  John  and  Mrs.  Wackerle.  the  former 
got  excited  and  loW  her  to  go  off.  that  he  wanted  nothing  to 
do  with  her;  that  he  (Bruch)  had  not  seen  her  since  until 
recently:  that  he  knew  Christ.  Wackcrlc,  a  brother  of  William 
and  John. 

J.  A.  Sargent  was  sworn,  and  stated  that  he  lived  In  Carver, 
Minn.,  and  had  resided  there  since  1855;  that  in  1859  he  was 
recorder  of  deeds;  he  had  subsequently  been  a  judge  of  pro- 
bate for  fourteen  years;  he  knew  William  Wackerle  at  Carver; 
in  1862  he  enlisted  In  the  war.  and  was  gone  till  1864,  when 
he  returned:  at  about  that  time  he  (Wackerle)  sold  his  farm 
and  moved  away;  William  Wackerle.  then  before  him,  was  the 
identical  person;  while  Wackerle  was  a  resident  of  Carver  he 
bought  wood  of  him  and  did  most  of  his  business  for  him; 
Wackerle's  first  wife  died  about  the  year  1855,  and  he  married 
again,  and  the  plaintiff  in  this  case  is  the  woman  who  lived 
with  Wackerle  at  Carver  and  Oiaska  as  his  wife:  he  knew  John 
Wackerle,  but  not  as  well  as  he  did  William;  it  was  his  impres- 
sion that  the  identical  John  Wackcrlc  'vas  before  him;  that 
Mrs.  Wackerle  was  in  Chaska  in  1878:  William  Wackerle  was 
also  there,  but  he  did  not  see  them  tc^ether. 
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Mrs.  Margaret  Briich,  wife  of  the  former  witness,  John 
Bruch.  being  sworn,  gave  testimony  similar  to  that  of  her  hus- 
band.    She  identified  William  Wackcric  and  his  wife. 

At  this  point  a  number  of  depositions  were  read  from  persons 
who  had  known  Witliam  Wackcric  in  Chaska,  i-aribault,  and 
Carver,  Minn.,  fully  identifying  the  man  produced  with  the 
William  Wackcric  llicy  knew, 

A  large  number  of  depositions  were  presented  by  the  defense 
and  read  in  court,  all  liaving  reference  to  the  identification  of 
William  Wackerle. 

J.  S.  f^ndall,  of  Shreveport,  an  imderlaker.  was  swoni,  and 
stated  that  on  tlie  25th  of  December.  1872.  be  waft  called  upon 
to  bury  a  man  who  was  killed  on  a  railroad  near  Shreveport: 
th-it  lie  buried  the  corjise  the  next  day  in  tlie  potter's  field,  in 
a  cheap  coffin  wilh  a  glass  plate;  he  was  present  at  the  dis- 
interment of  the  body  in  September.  1877;  he  found  but  little 
left  except  the  skeleton;  there  was  a  little  piece  of  wood  that 
resembled  the  coffin,  and  no  glass  at  all  was  found. 

William  Fletcher,  of  Shreveport.  was  sworn,  and  stated  that 
he  took  up  the  body  of  a  man  said  to  have  been  killed  on  the 
railroad  about  five  years  before;  there  were  no  exterior  signs 
of  a  grave  there;  he  dug  on  the  spot  indicated  by  the  sexton; 
Mrs.  Wackerle  was  present  and  identified  the  remains  by  a 
broken  tooth ;  the  grave  was  afterwards  opened,  and  the  remains 
appeared  in  the  same  condition  as  before;  the  leg  bones  were 
not  broken. 

Dr.  James  G.  Ford,  of  Shreveport,  stated  under  oath  that  he 
was  present  at  the  opening  of  the  grave  in  1877;  that  he  exam- 
ined the  bones  carefully,  and  there  was  no  sign  of  a  broken  leg; 
the  bones  were  well  preser^'ed.  and  could  not  have  been  in  the 
condition  they  were  if  a  leg  had  been  broken. 

R.  L.  Simmons,  of  Shreveport,  foreman  of  the  coroner's  jury 
that  sat  on  the  man  killed  on  the  25th  of  December,  187a,  on 
the  railroad,  said  it  was  satisfactorily  shown  that  the  man 
belonged  to  a  gang  of  railroad  men.  but  his  name  could  not 
at  that  time  be  ascertained;  there  were  no  papers  or  name 
found  on  the  body,  or  anything  by  which  he  eould  he  identified. 
The  first  time  be  ever  heard  the  name  of  Wackerle  was  when 
he  met  Mrs.  Wackerle  at  the  time  she  was  getting  up  Icsti- 
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niony  of  her  husband's  death.  The  leg  of  the  nuD  the  inquest 
was  held  on  was  severed  just  above  the  knee. 

W.  H.  Noland,  of  Shreveport,  testified  that  he  was  at  the 
inquest  before  mentioned;  that  no  pjq>ers  were  found  on  the 
body;  he  never  heard  the  name  of  Wackcrlc  till  he  heard  it 
from  Mrs.  Wackcrle. 

John  Hein  testilied  that  he  had  lived  in  Napa  County,  CaU 
since  i860;  previous  to  that  he  hved  in  Carver,  Minn.;  he  knew 
William  Wackcrle  then;  on  the  24th  of  June,  1878,  he  saw 
the  santc  William  Wackcrlc  at  San  Francisco  and  talked  over 
with  him  old  family  matters;  he  stated  that  he  was  as  positive 
as  he  coidd  be  of  anything  that  it  was  the  same  man. 

J.  Nicholas  Hein,  a  brother  of  the  last  witness,  testified  to 
the  same  slate  of  facts. 

Philip  Fabcl  testified  that  he  had  lived  in  St.  Paul  since  1856; 
he  was  acquainted  with  William  Wackcrlc  when  he  lived  at 
Carver,  Minn.;  he  met  him  ag^in  in  1878;  Mr.  Wackcrlc  came 
up  to  him  and  said,  *'  Don't  you  know  me.  Philip?"  I  said, 
"  No,  I  don't"  He  said,  "  Don't  you  rementber  selling  me  a 
dog  at  Carver  for  a  bushel  of  com?  "  I  answered,  "  Yes,  I  do; 
your  name  is  William  Wackerlc." 

Paul  Faber.  of  St.  Paul,  testified  that  he  knew  William  Wack- 
crlc before  and  after  the  war;  he,  Wackerlc,  was  at  his  house 
about  two  years  ago,  and  took  his  meals  tlicre  occasionally 
for  about  a  week ;  his  wife  (Mrs.  Wackcrlc)  came  to  him  (Faber) 
to  help  her  get  testimony  of  her  husband's  death;  she  said  she 
would  give  him  $500  if  he  would  help  her.  About  a  week 
later  Wackerle  came  in,  and  I  exclaimed,  "  Hello.  Wackerle,  I 
thought  you  were  dead!"  I  am  positive  it  was  the  same  Wil- 
liam Wackerle  I  hail  known  at  Carver.  His  wife  came  to  my 
house  later,  and  I  told  her  to  go  ouL  I  said  to  her,  "  I  know 
your  hus'band,  and  1  wonder  how  you  dare  to  deny  him." 

Mrs.  Paul  I'aber.  wife  of  the  preceding  witness,  testified  to 
the  same  state  of  facts. 

John  Sandren,  of  Carver.  Minn.,  testifie<l  that  he  was  in  the 
army  with  William  Wackerle.  and  in  the  same  company  with 
him;  saw  him  in  1878  and  talked  with  him  about  the  campaign 
tliey  had  passed  together:  Wackerle  was  familiar  with  all  things 
they  knew  together,  and  talked  and  answered  correctly.  He 
recognized  him  fully  as  William  Wackcrlc. 
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Depositions  were  read  of  Anthony  Waldman,  John  Funk, 
Michael  Hall,  John  Blosdetl  and  wife,  Mrs.  Genevieve  Buche. 
A.  G.  Anderson,  W.  A.  G.  Griffin,  l-«vi  H,  Griffin  and  Fred- 
erick Greiner,  all  of  Carver,  Minn.,  Margaretha  iibbinger,  of 
Qiaska,  Senator  C  D.  Gilfillian,  of  St  Paul,  S.  C.  Dunham, 
chief  of  police  of  Faribault,  ajid  Stephen  Kulk  and  wife,  of  SL 
Paul,  fully  identifying-  Wackcric  as  the  husband  of  the  plaintiff. 

Joseph  Weinniann,  being  duly  sworn,  stated  that  he  resided 
at  Faribault;  that  he  lived  in  Car%'cr  for  eighteen  years,  and 
until  1S74;  that  he  was  acquainted  with  William  Wackcric,  who 
was  at  that  time  living  between  Chaska  and  Carver;  he  knew 
his  wife  also,  knew  them  both  till  (862;  he  recruited  a  company, 
and  August  2d  of  that  year  William  Wackerle  enlisted;  be 
(Wackerle)  served  in  his  company  till  they  came  back  from 
RoIIa.  Mo.,  and  on  account  of  sickness  was  discharged;  he 
(Wackerle)  sold  his  farm  and  moved  away  from  Carver;  he  did 
not  learn  anything  of  his  whereabouts  until  the  year  1873, 
when  he  got  a  letter  from  him  saying  he  had  taken  a  claim 
in  California  and  wanted  him  to  attend  to  it;  he  answered  the 
letter,  and  the  letter  being  produced  in  court  was  identified 
by  Mr.  Weinrnann;  it  is  dated  Septcinber  19111.  1873;  he 
received  another  letter  from  Wackerle  dated  January  22d.  1873; 
that  letter  he  produced  in  court  It  was  written  in  German, 
and  Mr.  C.  E.  Soesl.  deputy  U.  S.  marshal,  read  it  in  court  as 
an  interpreter;  it  proved  to  be  mostly  about  the  family  aEFairs 
of  the  writer;  he  said  he  got  insured  in  the  j'Etna  for  $3,000, 
and  in  the  Mutual  lor  $4,000;  that  he  did  it  because  his  wife 
forced  him,  and  he  wanted  peace;  that  if  he  hadn't  left  her.  his 
life  would  have  been  ended  long  ago;  that  he  heard  she  had 
been  married  again,  and  wanted  to  leam  something  about  that: 
that  when  he  went  away  he  left  all  his  property  with  his  wife 
except  his  clothing,  including  all  the  money  he  had  got  for 
his  place  and  all  he  had  earned.  Mr.  Weinmann  stated  further 
that  he  did  not  answer  this  letter;  that  he  took  up  a  f^ntf  York 
Weekly  Mail  one  day.  and  looking  over  the  items  saw  that 
Mrs.  Wackerle  had  brought  suit  against  an  insurance  company 
for  the  insurance  upon  the  life  of  her  husband;  he  wrote  the 
editor  that  he  would  like  to  be  put  in  coiresponttence  with  the 
company  interested;  in  about  two  weeks  a  representative  of 
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Ihe  M\nA  came  !o  Faribault  to  Icam  what  he  knew  about  the 
case;  he  gave  him  information  as  to  Wackcrlc's  whereabouts; 
the  letter  was  shown  to  the  ^tna  representative,  and  upon 
being  eompared,  the  signature  of  the  letter  and  of  Uic  appHca- 
tion  for  insurance  were  foumi  to  he  identical;  tlial  hi:  and  the 
^tna  representative  visited  California  and  found  Mr.  Wackerte 
there. 

Upon  cross-examination,  Mr.  Wcinmann  statcil  that  when  he 
first  became  acquainted  with  the  case  Mrs.  Wackcric  had 
obtainc<i  a  judgment  against  the  .litna;  that  he  did  not  know 
where  Christ.  Wackerle  was;  he  had  not  heard  from  him  for 
years;  that  he  knew  William  Wackerle  as  well  as  he  knew  an>' 
man  except  his  (Weinniann's)  brother;  that  Wackerle  did  not 
learn  from  him  about  his  domestic  affairs:  that  William  Wack- 
erle and  John  Wackerle.  Iiis  brother,  were  the  parties  whom 
they  represented  themselves  to  be,  and  William  was  the  hus- 
band of  the  plaintiff. 

John  Wackerle  testified  that  he  was  a  brother  of  William, 
who  was  then  present;  he  knew  Walbuj^  Wackerle,  the  plain- 
tiff; he  saw  her  in  St.  Louis  nine  or  ten  years  ago;  it  was  at 
John  Bruch's  saloon  in  Carondelet;  she  wajited  to  know  where 
his  brother  William  was;  he  said  he  did  not  know  where  he 
was;  lie  went  South  somewhere,  perhaps  to  Texas;  the  next 
spring  William  went  to  California  he  thought,  did  not  remem- 
ber exactly;  he  next  saw  William  in  St.  Paul,  in  1878:  he  did 
not  see  him  again  until  he  came  here.  On  cross-examination 
he  stated  that  he  did  not  tell  Mrs.  Wackerle  that  her  husband 
was  dead;  that  he  never  heard  his  brother  was  in  Marshal!. 
Texas,  working  on  a  farm;  that  he  never  received  a  letter  from 
his  brother  Christ.;  that  he  did  not  know  where  Christ,  was; 
that  he  (John)  was  never  in  SIircveporL 

William  Wackerle,  being  duly  sworn,  stated  that  he  resided 
in  California,  that  he  went  there  in  the  year  1869  from  the 
country  back  of  Detroit;  that  he  worked  on  I  street,  in  Sacra- 
mento, making  wine;  that  he  was  married  in  Minnesota  to 
Walburga  Warkorle,  and  he  guessed  she  knew  him  then;  he 
lived  there  till  1865 ;  his  wife  lived  with  him  then ;  that  when  he 
sold  his  farm  she  took  every  cent  of  money  he  got  for  it  and 
all  he  had  earned;  that  he  had  had  50  much  trouble  with  this 
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woman  he  should  always  Fcmcmbcr  her;  he  sold  his  farm  to 
G«>r;Ec  Grubcr  and  [lartncr;  that  he  moved  to  Milwaukee; 
while  there  he  took  out  a  policy  in  the  ^tna,  first  for  $2,000^ 
and  it  was  afterwards  made  $3,000;  his  wife  left  Milwaukee 
before  he  did  and  took  everything  to  Detroit;  he  was  also 
insured  in  a  New  York  company  for  $14,000;  both  were  for  his 
wife's  benefit;  he  did  not  stay  long  111  Detroit;  his  wife  quar- 
relled with  him;  he  relumed  to  Milwaukee:  his  wife  wrote  him 
requesting  him  to  live  with  her  again,  and  he  did:  while  in 
Detroit  he  earned  money  to  go  to  California:  while  at  Sacra- 
mento he,  through  an  advertisement,  learned  that  a  woman 
wanted  to  meet  him;  he  met  his  wife  at  Shimminger's;  they 
took  a  house  there  and  lived  togtthcr  awhile;  she  desired  to  go 
East,  and  together  they  went  back  to  Quincy,  Illinois;  while 
in  Sacramento  a  child  died  and  was  buried  there;  his  wife 
desired  to  take  the  child  with  them  East,  and  she  had  some 
trouble  with  the  raili'oad  company  about  taking  it;  they  arrived 
in  Quincy  in  1870;  while  there  he  chopped  wood  for  a  man  by 
the  name  of  Ben  Franklin;  they  lived  together  in  Qiiincy  until 
the  year  1871 ;  in  the  fall  of  that  year  he  went  to  New  Orleans; 
in  the  spring  of  1S72  he  came  back  and  boarded  about  two 
weeks  with  John  Bruch,  of  St.  Louis,  and  from  there  went  to 
California  by  the  overland  route;  at  Sacramento  he  met  his 
brother  Christ.;  he  next  went  to  Eureka,  Cal,  in  1^73,  and 
from  there  to  Hydes\-illc,  and  resided  there  till  1878,  when,  at 
the  request  of  the  ALtm  Company,  he  returned  to  Minnesota; 
during  the  time  from  1873  to  1878  he  ^vrote  letters  to  Joseph 
Weinmann,  of  Faribault.  His  letters  were  presented  and  iden- 
tified. During  the  war  Mr.  Weinmann  was  First  Lieutenant 
of  his  company:  in  1880  he  went  to  Los  Angeles.  California, 
to  live,  and  now  resides  there;  after  leaving  his  wife  at  Quincy, 
he  next  saw  her  in  the  fall  of  1878.  at  Chaska.  Minn.,  and  she 
pretended  not  to  recognize  him;  it  was  at  Greiner's  house;  he 
ssked  her  if  she  did  not  know  him,  and  she  would  not  answer; 
she  said  she  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  him.  and  the 
courts  must  decide.  After  lea\nng  her  at  Quincy,  Illinois,  he 
never  wrote  to  her;  he  left  her  bccanse  he  could  not  live  with 
her  in  peace;  he  wanted  some  peace  in  his  old  age. 
Upon  cross-examination  he  said  that  when  he  met  his  wife 
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at  Mr.  Greiner's,  she  said  we  were  all  swindlers.  Mr.  Greincr 
said,  "  Who  is  a  greater  swindler  ttian  you?  You  want  to 
collect  the  insurance  money,  and  your  husband  is  not  dead." 
That  the  child's  bcwly  was  carried  l>y  the  express  company,  the 
railroad  coni[>any  refusing  to  take  it;  he  would  have  preferred 
to  have  the  child  buried  in  California;  that  his  wife  made  all 
the  arrangements  as  to  preservinf;  and  shipping  the  corpse; 
that  the  coffin  used  was  a  plain  one,  such  as  poor  people  gener- 
ally gel;  they  arrived  in  Quincy  before  the  cuffin  did;  the  outer 
box  was  not  opened  to  his  knowledge;  it  was  buried,  so  far  as 
he  knew,  in  the  same  condition  that  it  arrived;  there  were  cifjlu 
children  hi>rn  at  his  last  marriage;  they  all  died  young  except 
the  ffirl  at  Sacramento,  who  was  seven  or  eight  years  old  when 
she  died;  the  first  child  was  bom  on  the  farm  in  Minnesota; 
its  name  was  George  Williani;  tpwas  buried  on  a  lot  he  bought 
of  Greiuer;  the  second  chitil  was  born  at  New  Orleans,  and 
died  there;  he  did  not  remember  its  name;  she  called  it  Wil- 
liam; he  did  not  remember  whether  the  third  child  was  a  boy 
or  girl,  how  long  it  lived,  nor  when  it  died;  he  did  not  remem- 
ber where  the  fourth  child  was  born  or  whether  it  was  a  boy 
or  girl,  ilc  made  the  same  statements  respecting  the  fifth, 
sixth  and  seventh  child,  and  he  did  not  remember  tUeir  names. 
The  last  child  was  a  boy ;  it  was  living  when  he  left  Quincy ;  she 
called  it  George;  he  stated  that  his  wife  had  n  book  in  which 
all  the  names  of  the  children  were  written  down:  some  of  the 
names  were  written  by  himself;  he  further  stated  that  he  was 
never  in  Indianapolis  with  his  wife;  that  he  went  from  New 
Orleans  to  Cincinnati  with  her,  and  that  he  worked  in  the 
latter  place  one  sea.^on;  he  had  never  been  there  since- 

The  witness  was  shown  a  certificate  of  his  examination  for 
an  insurance  policy  dated  at  Cincinnati  in  1868,  on  a  policy 
he  had  previously  stated  he  took  out  in  Milwaukee  in  the  year 
1867.  He  did  not  remember  having  been  in  Cincinnati  at 
that  time;  he  could  give  no  reason  for  being  re-examined  on 
a  policy  taken  out  in  1867;  he  stated  that  he  lived  in  Detroit 
in  1869;  he  might  have  visited  Cincinnati,  but  he  did  not 
remember  it;  he  had  an  indistinct  recollection  that  he  did  go 
to  Cincinnati,  but  he  could  not  tell  for  certain;  he  staled  diat 
his  memory  was  not  good;  that  they  liad  one  cliild  born  a 
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couple  o!  months  alter  they  arrived  at  Quincy — it  was  a  boy. 
He  was  asked  if  his  wife  was  not  suffering  with  pains  of 
labor  when  Ihcy  got  off  ihe  cars,  and  IF  his  wile  was  not  taken 
to  the  house  of  a  policeman,  and  if  a  child  was  not  bom  there. 
He  stated  that  the  child  was  born  in  the  house  he  rented;  that 
the  dead  child  was  buried  before  the  child  referred  to  was  bom; 
that  he  was  never  shown  the  depositions  which  were  presented 
at  the  trial;  that  he  was  never  asked  to  change  his  name  to 
Chris.  Wackcrte;  that  Chris,  was  a  larger  and  much  stonter 
man;  that  he  (Oiris.)  was  four  years  younger;  that  he  had 
not  seen  him  since  1873;  that  he  was  Wtlliaiii  Wackerle  and 
the  husband  of  the  plaintiff;  that  the  reason  why  he  did  not 
apply  for  a  pension  until  tlie  year  1878  was  that  he  did  not 
know  that  a  discharged  soldier  was  entitled  to  a  pension;  that 
tlieir  children  were  all  young  when  they  died ;  that  his  wife  paid 
the  premiums  for  the  insurance;  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
the  farm  and  other  property  she  put  into  United  States  bonds. 
At  the  close  of  the  deptisitions  William  Wackerle  was  requested 
to  write  his  name.  The  signature  compared  perfectly  with 
the  undoubted  signature  of  William  Wackerle  in  the  original 
application  for  insurance  in  the  jfitna,  with  only  the  natural 
difference  which  the  increased  age  would  make. 

This  closed  the  evidence  for  the  defense. 

Upon  the  part  of  the  prosecution,  Dr.  Moses  S.  Bassett,  of 
Quincy,  Illinois,  being  sworn,  testified  that  he  was  a  physician 
ami  surgeon;  had  practiced  thirty  years;  knew  William  Wack- 
erle at  Quincy;  got  acquainted  with  him  when  he  first  came 
there.  In  the  fall  of  1870  or  1871  was  called  one  morning  by 
a  policeman  to  see  a  woman  in  labor.  The  policeman  stated 
that  he  picked  the  woman  up  in  the  street;  he  sent  his  stepson, 
who  is  a  physician,  to  attend  her.  A  few  days  later,  a  man 
came  to  sec  him  about  a  baby  that  was  born  at  the  time  my 
stepson  attended  the  case;  that  man  was  Wm.  Wackerle;  the 
child  had  an  unusual  disease  for  a  child;  I  recognize  Mrs.  Wack- 
erle here  as  the  mother;  I  afterwards  attended  Mr,  Wackerle 
when  he  was  sick;  this  man  here  is  not  the  William  Wackerle  I 
knew  in  Quincy.  He  is  two  inches  taller  than  that  man,  and 
has  more  prominent  cheek  bones.    Tlie  William  Wackerle  I 
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altcndcil  had  different  hair  and  cye»  from  tliis  man.  He  had 
blue  eyes  and  reddish,  aubuni  hair:  it  v/as  rather  long  and 
rolled  up  at  the  ends  without  bein^  curly.  He  was  more 
effeminate  looking  than  this  man;  this  man  ha  »ome  resem- 
blance to  him,  but  [  am  positive  that  he  is  not  the  man. 

George  Tenderge,  being  sworn,  testified  that  he  was  a  drug- 
gist in  Quincy;  he  knew  Wilham  Wackerle  there  and  saw  him 
frei:|uently :  he  was  satisfied  that  tins  was  not  the  man.  Wack- 
erle, whom  he  knew,  was  not  as  tall  as  this  man:  bis  (ace  was 
not  as  long,  nor  his  forehead  the  same  shape;  William  Wack- 
crlc's  forehead  was  very  protuberant. 

The  deposition  of  J.  Henry  Heiner  was  read;  it  was  to  the 
effect  tlial  be  knew  William  Wackerle.  who  resided  at  Quincy, 
ten  or  twelve  years  ago;  lie  was  about  five  feet  six  inches  tall; 
his  whiskers  were  of  a  bright  auburn,  and  his  hair  a  little 
darker;  Wackerle  did  not  shave  at  all  then;  said  he  could 
identify  him  it  Wackerle  would  tell  what  was  the  contents  o( 
a  certain  box  that  came  with  them. 

The  deposiiion  of  .-Mexander  Ramsey,  ex-Govemor  of  Min- 
nesota, was  then  read.  He  knew  William  Wackerle  in  Minne- 
sota; had  only  a  moderate  acquaintance  with  hhn;  he  was  a 
stout  man,  and  about  five  feel  six  inches  tall,  with  a  red  com- 
plexion. The  picture  shown  to  him  (Ratnsey).  differed  from 
him  entirely;  he  could  trace  no  resemblance  between  it  and  llie 
Wackerle  he  knew.  Upon  cross-examination,  he  slated  that 
he  could  not  recollect  exactly  whether  his  hair  was  dark  or  not; 
Wackerle  looked  like  a  peasant  from  Europe.  If  a  man  cut 
his  hair  short,  shaved  clean,  except  a  mustache,  put  on  a  clean 
shirt,  and  good  clothes,  it  is  jiossiblc  that  after  fourteen  years 
he  would  not  be  able  to  recollect  him  from  his  picture. 

Fred.  H.  Magdeburgh's  deposition  was  read ;  he  said  he 
knew  Mrs.  Walburga  Wackerle  at  Milwaukee;  he  also  knew 
William  Wackerle  in  January,  1867;  during  that  month  Wack- 
erle made  an  application  to  bim  as  agent  of  the  Mutual  Life 
for  insurance  upon  his  life,  which  was  granted:  the  picture  of 
William  Wackerle,  which  had  been  shown  him.  is  not  the  pic- 
ture of  the  Wackerle  whom  he  knew ;  it  bore  no  resemblance 
to  him. 

Mrs.  Walburga  Wackerle,  the  platntilT,  was  recalled  in  rebut- 
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tal;  she  stated  tliat  she  was  married  in  Chaska  in  1858;  hcr 
first  child  \vas  named  George  VVilUam,  and  was  born  at  Carver; 
the  child  died  and  was  buried  in  New  Orleans;  her  second 
child  was  bom  there,  it  was  named  George.  It  died  when 
two  weeks  old,  and  was  buried  beside  the  other  child;  they 
went  from  New  Oricans  to  Cincinnati;  h  was  about  i860  when 
they  went  to  Cincinnati;  they  lived  there  one  summer;  from 
there  they  went  to  the  farm  in  Minnesota;  one  child.  Emma 
Theresa,  was  bom  in  the  latter  place;  also  another  child  named 
John;  he  lived  but  four  months;  a  girl  named  Johanna  was 
bora  at  Milwaukee,  it  lived  two  nionlhs;  Uie  next  child  was 
born  at  Milwaulcee,  it  was  named  Otto,  and  lived  four  weeks; 
from  there  they  went  to  Detroit;  the  next  cliild  was  bom  tn 
Quincy,  111.:  this  was  the  last  child  she  had — seven  in  all.  The 
farm  was  sold  in  1865;  they  lived  in  Detroit  about  one  year 
in  1868:  from  there  they  went  to  Cliicago  and  to  Cincinnati 
again;  that  was  in  1869.  The  reason  William  Wackerle  was 
re-examined  at  Cincinnati  was  that  the  premium  was  not  paid 
in  time,  and  the  company  would  not  accept  it  unless  he  was 
re-examined;  they  went  back  to  Detroit,  and  from  there  her 
husband  went  to  California;  her  daughter  was  then  living;  she 
followed  him  to  Sacramento,  met  him  at  Skimminger's;  her 
dauglitcr  lived  about  eight  mouths;  about  two  months  later 
they  decided  to  move  to  Quincy;  a  zinc  box  was  made  by  the 
undertaker  to  take  Emma's  body  alonpr;  her  husband  assisted 
in  changing  the  body  from  the  coffin  to  the  sine  box ;  a  wooden 
box  was  put  around  it;  it  was  sent  to  Quincy  by  express;  it 
did  not  get  there  until  two  days  after  they  got  there;  when 
they  arrived  at  Quincy  she  was  sick:  a  policeman  came  to  her 
and  took  her  to  a  house  where  nobody  lived;  her  husband  went 
for  a  woman  to  help  her,  but  before  he  came  hack  she  gave 
birth  to  a  child;  Dr.  Bassett  came  to  sec  her  that  night;  the 
child  lived  eight  months;  the  child  that  was  bom  in  Quincy 
was  bom  before  Emma  was  buried ;  tliey  lived  in  Quincy  until 
1872;  that  year  her  husband  went  to  California;  she  got  a  letter 
from  him  stating  that  he  was  going  off  to  work. 

Upon  crosR-exammatinn  she  stated  that  her  memory  was 
pretty  good  about  some  things:  that  she  did  not  say  to  Mr. 
Weinmann  tliat  the  man  who  came  to  her  at  Greit»er's  was  not 
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William  Wacktrlc  but  John:  that  he  looked  more  like  Chris, 
tlianlike  William;  she  always  lived  happily  with  her  husband; 
her  husband  almost  always  wrote  to  her  when  he  was  away, 
telling  her  where  lie  was;  when  he  went  South  he  wrote  to 
her,  but  for  some  time  she  did  not  hear  trom  hini;  when  he 
wrote  he  said  he  was  going  farther  South;  slie  wrote  to  John 
Wackerle  at  St.  Louis  asking  where  her  husband  was;  she  was 
anxious  about  him ;  she  knew  John  Wackerle;  the  nun  she  saw 
in  the  court-room  did  not  look  like  John  Wackerle;  when  her 
husband  went  to  California  he  wrote  to  her. 

This  closed  the  testimony  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Glover  made  the  argument  for  the  defense;  he  was  fol- 
lowed by  Mr.  Donoghuc  for  the  plaintiF  at  about  the  same 
len^.  After  the  charge  of  Judge  Treat,  the  jury  retired  and 
were  out  but  a  short  time  when  they  relumed,  and  the  foreman 
said:  "  We,  the  jury,  find  for  tlic  plaiiilifT  rnd  assess  the  dam- 
ages at  $6,300  on  the  first  count,  and  $306.99  on  the  second." 

Mr.  Shcplcy,  the  defendant's  counsel,  gave  notice  of  an 
appeal. 

The  case  subsequently  came  up  on  appeal,  and  a  new  trial 
was  denied. 

Judge  Treat,  of  the  United  States  Circuit  Court,  rendered 
the  following  opinion  in  the  matter  of  a  motion  for  a  new  trial: 

"  Walburita  Wackerle  T'i.  Mutual  Life  Insarxncc  Company  of  New 
York.  A  full  examination  Ms  t>een  made  of  the  cvidcne«,  which  wa« 
oPc  pcculiarljr  for  a  jury,  h  was  on  both  *ide,i  full  of  douhl.  incon- 
sistencies, and  con  t  ra  diet  ion  B,  Turn  as  w«  may  in  the  analysis  of 
the  <-vi(lcnce.  ftrangc  and  irrcconci1al)le  aspects  are  presented. 

The  first  point  to  be  established  by  plaintiff  was  the  death  of  her 
husband.  That  rested  on  ihe  teitirtiony  of  several  wiincs^eit  con- 
cerning the  railroad  accident  and  the  identity  of  the  person  killed 
thereby.  The  evidence  o(  Ihe  pliiintiff  :ind  nihen;  as  trt  Ihe  skeleton 
eshumed  some  (our  or  more  year*  after  *uch  killing,  established  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  thnt  the  rxhiimrd  skeleton  was  not 
that  of  the  man  killed,  supposed  to  be  William  Wackerle,  on 
December  35,  1872-  The  Court  directed  the  attention  of  the  jury 
especialty  to  that  fact.  Not  that  it  was  conclusive,  but  because  it 
tended  to  show  what  weight  should  he  given  to  the  testimony.  It 
may  be  that  the  exliumed  skeleton  was  not  that  of  Willijim  Wack- 
erle. and  hence  the  accuracy  of  plainlifTs  testimony  becomes  cjues- 
tionable.    Y«t  there  wa*  other  evidence  as  to  the  death  of  the  parly 
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Icilled,  ind«i>cndrnt  of  the  exhucnalion  in  1S77.  It  wan  therefore 
(nr  ilie  ji;ry  to  (Icfiilr  wtieihcr.  (kjpirc  ilie  mifinlcrs  as  lo  the  idetility 
o(  the  skeleton,  William  Wackerle  was  killed  as  alleged- 
Tile  case  as  (ircscntcd  by  the  evidence  was  remarkabtc  in  many 
other  respecti,  concerning  which  it  Is  uselets  lo  commenl.  There 
arc  several  depositions  wanting  wbich  the  Court  hii&  txcn  anxious 
to  read  &nd  aiialyxe,  but  t>y  same  accident  tliey  have  disappeared. 
Hence  the  Coun  has  tfv  rely  on  its  memory  as  to  their  contents,  and 
if  a  new  trial  is  gmntcd.  after  a  Ions  lapse  of  time,  to  supply  the 
same. 

So  iar  as  the  Coun  was  jiutificd  in  alluding  lo  or  eominenting 
on  the  evidence,  it  pointed  in  its  charges  sharply  aKain»  the  plain- 
tiflTi  claim,  so  far  as  the  identity  depended  on  the  exhumed  skeleton. 
Still,  the  jury  reached  the  concluniuii  th;it  Ihc  plaintiff's  hunband 
was  killtd  iii  1872.  a*,  aliened,  and  con^cfiuently  that  the  person  pro- 
duced l»y  ilie  delendunt,  and  claiming  to  he  William  Wackerle  (hus- 
band of  the  plaintifT),  was  not  what  he  pretended  The  case  was 
tried  at  great  li'Uglh.  and  the  largest  scope  yiven  to  a  searching 
inquiry.  Its  novel  asi>ei:ts  induced  the  Court  10  admit  every  item  «f 
interest  which  could  shed  Ubtht  on  the  subject. 

After  full  deliberation  on  the  varied,  inconaititeni,  and  contradictory 
evidence,  the  jury  reached  a  conclusion  which  was  their  exclusive 
province,  and  the  Court  does  not  feel  jiistilieiL  in  inleriering  there* 
with.    The  motion  (or  a  new  trial  is  overruled," 

Wliile  the  company  and  Win.  Wackerle  came  in  (or  a  large 
share  of  criticism  and  abuitc  at  the  hands  of  a  portion  of  the 
prCEis,  it  is  IjuI  fair  to  publish  a  letter  written  lo  the  San  Fran- 
cisco Buiklln,  in  which  |>ai«.T  (he  letter  was  publislied,  adding 
another  chapter  to  this  peculiar  case. 

To  tAt  E^UorcJIhf  BuUfHn  ; 

In  the  IVtfkty  BuUfitn  ol  October  iith,  i88a,  on  the  fourth  paire, 
appeared  an  article  he.iiied,  "  A  Question  ol  Identity,"  wherein  it  Is 
made  to  appear  that  I  have  lent  ciiyacli  to  personate  a  dead  man  in 
order  to  assist  the  /Etna  and  the  Mutual  Life  Insurance  Company  ol 
New  York  to  defraud  a  poor  widow  lo  receive  an  amount  of  $<t,O0O 
1)ccause  of  the  death  of  her  husband.  I  did  not  personate  that  hus- 
band, as  it  is  given  out.  I  am,  ux  rather  have  been,  the  husband  of 
ttic  indefatigable  Mrs,  Wackerle,  the  same  who  applied  to  the  cotn- 
paiiics  above  named  for  an  insurance  on  his  life  (or  the  benefit  of 
his  wife.  Heaven  be  praised  I  am  not  that  lady's  husbaml  any  more, 
having  long  Jince  been  divorced,  nor  have  I  ever  been  that  unlucky 
lover  and  unknown  pedestrian  who  *as  run  over  by  a  railroad  train 
in  Texas  in  1873.  and  funiisliril  thai  lady  a  convenietit  corpse.  The 
companies  very  properly  refused  lo  pay  those  policies  on  my  life, 
because  they  always  knew  that   I  was  not  dead  yet;  and  the  .^tna 
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Life  tniunincc  Company  was  ausuiiicd  in  ihc  rcfuMl  by  the  Supreme 
CuuTl  of  ihr  State  o(  Louisiana.  I  liaving  iiimmlicil  abiintbiit  pruul 
o(  my  tdcnlity. 

Undismayed  by  ihia  defeat,  Mrs.  WalburKU  Waelcerlc  then  tackled 
the  MutunI  IJfe  Iniurance  Company,  and  obtained  a  verilici  in  her 
lavor  bciorc  on  accommotbttng  jury,  who  were  sufficically  softened 
by  her  tears  to  award  her  a  handsome  amimril  nt  muney  out  of  the 
pocket  of  a  hearties*  corporation.  This  verilict  ouyht  to  extinguish 
nic.  and  I  am  truly  sorry  for  the  New  York  Suti.  who.  under  date 
of  October  i8th.  i88j.  and  the  Humboldt  7/wrt.  who  on  thcaist  of  the 
same  month  favored  me  with  such  extended  notices,  that  1  am  ill- 
tiiaiiitcrcd  enough  still  In  lir  anions  ihr  living,  the  wime  Wiltinm 
Wackerle  who.  in  (he  year  iJts8,  married  Miss  Walbutga  Schneider: 
lived  with  her  lo  the  month  ol  June.  i87t;  cohnhitcd  with  licr  durinn 
that  time.  raisitiK  a  family  of  children.  I  was  born  and  bapliied  as 
William  Wackerle,  married  at  William  Wackerle,  got  divotced  at 
William  Wackerle,  and  will  always  remain  so,  in  apiic  ol  my  wife's 
studied  refuul  to  recognize  me,  and  the  sensational  romances  ijoltcn 
up  by  the  Sua  ncwsjKipcr,  wherein  I  am  made  to  figure  ni  a  double- 
dyed  villain  of  the  blackest  hue,  who  aided  and  abetted  the  equally 
double-dyed  vtllainouB  corporation  named  the  Mutual  Life  Inturance 
Company  ol  the  city  ol  New  York. 

Bui  the  end  is  not  yet,  and  before  a  higher  tnbiinal  the  pentc- 
cuted  Walburga  will  be  confroiilcd  by  witnesses  who  know  inc  from 
ray  earliest  childhood;  by  witnesses  from  Eureka.  Humbuldt  County, 
from  Sacramento  City  and  other  places  where  we  have  been  living, 
and  who  will  unmistakably  establish  the  fact  that  they  knew  us  both 
as  man  and  wife.  Then  she  will  probably  Dke  another  iramp  to 
Texas  and  elsewhere  to  hunt  up  (nriher  testimony,  for  she  is  not  the 
kind  of  woman  who  willinsly  wniild  give  up  n  lorge  irioney  stake 

I  do  not  deny  that  all  the  sensational  stufi  published  has  annoyed 
mc.  My  acquaintance  in  a  great  many  places  ol  tliit  Slate  and  Mich- 
igan and  Illinois  Is  large:  my  reputation  has  been  good  wherever  I 
lived,  and,  valiiinf?  it  more  than  anylhirg  eUe,  I  Srg  you  would  inficrl 
these  line:i  at  an  ciirly  day.  in  order  ihiit  all  my  friends  and  actiusn'nt- 
ances  and  the  general  public  may  know  that  I  denounce  all  infamous 
reports  published  against  me  as  unmitigated  fief,  which  it  -ihall  be 
niy  aim  to  unravel  and  lay  bare  even  it  the  reputation  of  Watburga 
Wackerle  as  a  heroine  should  suffer  thereby.  I  likewise  wish  every- 
body, and  the  above-named  journsU  especially,  to  know  thai  my 
hidiiig-iiliice  Ik  at  a  farm  aboul  twelve  milex  from  Lot  Angi-W  City, 
in  a  diMrict  called  the  Azusa,  which  I  acquired  by  dint  of  hard  labor, 
and  where  I  propose  to  live  until  1  die  for  Bond  and  ever. 

November  6th,   1882.  W1U.IA.U  Wackf.ri.ie. 
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THE  MAVBRICK  CASE. 

Few  cases  have  atlractc«I  so  much  attention  or  attained  so 
much  notoriety  as  that  of  Mrs.  Majbrick,  both  by  reason  of 
Ihe  persistent  effort  on  the  part  of  prominent  American  women 
to  ol}tain  her  pardon  and  rdca»e,  liclieving  that  she  was  unjustly 
accused  and  convicted  of  the  murder  of  her  husband,  and  also 
of  the  disputes  in  the  English  courts,  by  leading  members  of 
the  bar,  over  the  question  of  the  haliilities  of  life-insurance 
companies  in  respect  to  claims  based  upon  deaths  caused  by 
nmrder. 

It  is  with  more  especial  reference  to  llie  latter  point  tlial  the 
case  is  introduced  into  this  volume.  If  it  be  assumed  that 
James  Maybrick  was  poisoned,  the  inherent  probabilities  as  to 
the  motive  point  less  strongly  to  the  insurance  on  his  life  than 
to  the  woman's  improper  intimacy  with  another  man. 

Mrs.  Maybrick  was  the  daughter  of  the  late  W,  G.  Chandler, 
a  banker  of  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  was  educate<l  in  Germany  and 
France.  She  met  her  future  husband  on  an  ocean  steamer  on 
the  way  to  England,  in  May,  1880.  fie  was  a  Liven)ool  cotton 
broker,  and  the  acquaintance  then  formed  ripened  into  mar- 
riaffc  a  year  after.  The  couple  first  lived  in  Norfolk.  Vx. 
where  Mr.  Maybrick  had  business  interests,  but  at  the  end  of 
two  years  they  went  to  Liverpool,  Iheir  home  being  at  Aig- 
burth,  one  of  the  suburbs.  They  lived  happily  together,  ac- 
cording to  all  appearances,  with  the  addition  of  a  boy  born  in 
1882.  and  a  girl  in   1886. 

The  first  (juarrcl  that  was  known  to  have  occurred  followed 
their  return  from  the  "  Grand  National  "  races,  [n  the  course 
of  a  violent  altercation  that  night,  the  sen'ants  heard  Mr.  May- 
brick  shout,  "  Such  a  scandal  will  be  all  over  town  to-morrow." 
This  outburst,  presumably,  had  reference  to  her  rash  flirtations 
with  her  friend  Mr.  Bricrly. 

On  or  about  October  3d.  1888.  James  Maybrick  effected  an 
insurance  upon  his  life  with  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  of  New  York,  in  the  sum  of  £2,000,  in  favor  of 
his  wife,  Florence  Elizabeth  Maybrick.  On  May  nth,  1889, 
James  Maybrick  died.  A  coroner's  inque.^t  was  held,  and  the 
jury  relumed  a  verdict  charging  Mr.i.  Maybrick  with  causing 
his  death.     She  was  ttiereupon  indicted  for  the  murder  of  her 
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hushaml  bv  the  adminislrstton  af  arsenic,  and  upon  trial  before 
Mr.  Justice  Stephen  at  the  Livcr]>ool  Assizes,  in  August.  1889, 
was  found  guilty  by  the  jury.  On  the  15th  she  was  sentenced 
to  be  hanged,  but  the  sentence  was  afterward  commtited  to 
penal  servitude  for  life,  the  official  record  relating  thereto  being 
in  the  following  terms:  "  Her  Majesty  having  been  graciously 
pleased  to  extend  her  royal  mercy  to  (he  said  offender  on  con- 
dition that  she  he  kept  in  penal  servitude  for  the  remainder  of 
her  natunil  life,  and  such  condition  of  mercy  having  been 
signified  to  this  court  by  the  Right  Hon.  Henry  Matthews,  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  principal  Secretaries  of  State,  this  court  hath 
allowed  to  the  said  offender  the  benefit  of  a  conditional  pardon. 
And  it  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  said  Florence  Elizabeth 
Maybrick  he  kept  in  penal  servitude  for  the  remainder  of  her 
natural  life," 

The  cause  of  Mr.  MaybricVs  death  was  gastro-enteritis  (in- 
flammation of  the  stomach  and  intestines),  which  the  doctors 
declared  had  been  induced  by  some  irritant  poison.  After  the 
arrest  of  Mrs.  Maybrick.  the  house  was  searched,  and  eighty- 
five  grains  of  arsenic  were  found.  The  post-mcrtent  examina- 
tion revealed  no  arsenic  in  the  stomach,  but  a  fraction  of  a 
grain  was  found  in  the  liver.  The  trial,  which  lasted  six  days, 
was  largely  a  battle  of  experts,  Drs.  Carter,  Humphreys,  and 
Stevenson  stoutly  maintaining  that  death  was  due  10  arsenical 
poisoning,  and  Drs.  Tidy,  MacNaiiiara.  Barron,  and  Prof, 
Paul  contesting  that  view.  It  was  proved  on  the  trial  that 
Maybrick  liad  purchased  a  hundred  and  fifty  graina  of  arsenic 
tliree  months  before  his  death,  and  it  was  also  shown  that  he 
was  greatly  addicted  to  dosing  himself  with  drugs,  and  that 
arsenic  in  minute  quantities  was  one  of  his  favorite  remedies. 

The  charge  of  Justice  Stephen  to  the  jurj*  was  so  unjudicial, 
so  one-sided,  and  so  condemnatory  of  the  prisoner  that,  though 
the  jury  brought  in  a  verdict  of  guilty  in  thirty-eight  minutes, 
a  revulsion  of  feeling  in  her  favor  followed  among  the  people, 
which  was  reflected  in  the  press.  Sir  Charles  Riisscll  protested 
against  it  to  the  Home  Secretary  in  forcible  terms,  and  even 
the  counsel  for  the  Crown.  Mr,  Addison,  said  that  the  verdict 
was  not  warranted  hv  the  evidence.  Soon  afterward,  Stephen 
was  compelled  by  insanity  to  retire  from  the  bench,  and  his 
death  followed. 
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By  the  will  o!  James  Maybrick.  dated  April  asth,  i88g, 
Thomas  Mayhrick  and  Mlclinel  Mayhrirk  were  appointed  his 
executors.  On  or  about  August  1st,  18S9,  Mrs.  Maybrick  as- 
signed tlic  life-insurance  policy  and  all  her  interest  thereunder 
to  Richartl  Stewart  Qcaver.  The  assignment  was  by  deed,  and 
notice  thereof  was  duly  ^vcn  to  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund. 
On  August  30,  1889,  Cleaver  was  appointcil  adniiiitstrator  of 
the  properly  and  effects  of  I'"lorcncc  HUzabclh  Maybrick.  Sub- 
sequently when  a  claim  was  made  for  the  amount  of  the  policy, 
the  Association  refused  to  pay.  The  managers  had  advaneod 
£200,  ill  view  of  the  impoverished  condilion  of  Mrs.  Maybrick, 
and  ill  response  to  tier  urgent  petition,  to  meet  llie  expenses  of 
her  defense  at  the  Liverpool  Assizes,  but  the  payment  was  upon 
the  express  condition  that  it  should  be  without  prejudice  to 
any  question  that  iiiiglit  arise  in  regard  to  the  policy,  or  to 
the  liability  of  the  defendant  company  thereunder.  Suit  was 
brought  by  the  plaintiff  Cleaver,  as  assignee  and  administrator, 
or  in  the  alternative,  the  ])laintiffs,  Tliuinas  and  Michael  May- 
brick, as  executors,  (or  recovery  of  £l,Soo,  the  balance  of  the 
amount  of  the  policy. 

The  issues  of  law  arising  in  the  action  were  argued  in  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice.  July 
ijth.  1891.  and  concluded  July  2otli.  The  questions  of  law, 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Court,  were  slated  as  follows: 

t.  Whctlicr.  if  it  be  proved  thai  (he  said  Jam<9  Maybrick  died  Irom 
poison  iiitcnlioniilly  ailininistcrcd  tn  hini  Ity  ihc  saiit  Florence  Eliza- 
beth Mayhrick,  that  wnuld  aFfnrd  :i  detente  to  this  aelion  (n)  as  against 
the  plaitiiiff.  Rirhnril  Stcwiiri  Ck-avcr.  as  a&siKncc  of  the  policy  from 
Florence  Eliwhi-di  Maybrick,  aKsiiminK  the  as«i);iitneiil  to  be  proved. 
(i)  as  ngiiinst  the  plainlilT  Cleaver  as  administrator,  under  thp  Kt;itnte 
3i  and  34  Vic.  cap.  23,  sec.  q.  (c)  as  aRsinst  the  plaimilTs.  Thomas  and 
Michael   Mayhricl*.  an  executors  of  James  Maybrick.  deceased. 

2.  Whether,  if  the  conviction  of  the  satd  Florence  Eliiabcth  May- 
brick, alleged  in  the  Matemcni  of  defence,  be  proved  in  ihit  action, 
such  conviction  will  be  (a)  conclusive  of  her  guilt,  and  an  answer  to 
this  action,  as  aRsinsC  any  or  cither  and  which  o(  the  plaintifls.  (3) 
admi*cih!c  in  evidence  in  thld  action. 

3.  Whether  either  the  coniinulation  of  the  sentence  stated  in  the 
plaidtifTs'  reply  on  the  proitids  there  *et  (nrth.  or  the  ertndttional 
pnrdnn  on  the  Rrniinds  staled  in  ihr  (tcfcndanis'  reioindcr.  will,  if 
proved,  afford  an  answer  to  the  alleged  conviction. 
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The  Court  records  show  that  a£  a  curiosity  of  lei;^l  pleading, 
the  ingenious  cfTort  of  Sir  Charles  Russell,  tlie  eminent  counsel 
for  the  plaintiffs,  and  now  Lord  Cliief  J  ustice  of  England,  took 
high  rank.  He  admitted  that  Horcncc  Maybrick  herself  had 
no  right  to  benefit  by  her  crime — a  claim  for  her  right  to 
recover  would  be  simply  monstrous — but  he  contended  that 
even  if  it  wpre  admitted  that  James  Maybrick  ditd  from  poison 
intentionally  administered  by  his  wife,  and  thai  she  had  no 
remedy,  the  question  at  issue  was  wliellivr  itie  ptaintifTs,  the 
assignee,  Qcavcr,  or  the  executors.  Thomas  aiiU  Mii:liacl  May- 
brick,  who,  under  the  Married  Women's  Property  Act,  of 
1882,  were  trustees  of  Mrs.  Maybrick,  could  recover.  But  the 
Felonies  Act  and  the  principles  of  public  policy  were  too  strong 
even  for  the  argumentative  force  of  Sir  Charles  Russell.  Noth- 
ing can  be  clearer  than  that  it  would  be  against  public  moraU 
and  the  established  policy  of  law  for  a  murderer  to  profit  by 
his  own  crime.  If,  therefore,  there  was  a  fatal  objection  to  a 
suit  on  the  part  of  the  woman  herself  to  recover  the  amount 
of  insurance  on  her  husband's  hte,  the  objection  applied  with 
equal  force  to  a  suit  on  the  part  of  her  legal  representatives. 
Tliey  are  in  no  better  position,  in  point  of  fact,  than  the  woman 
'herself. 

The  Queen's  Bench  Division  (Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Wills)  held  that,  the  action  being  for  the  benefit  of 
Mrs.  Maybrick,  it  was  against  public  policy  that  such  an  action 
should  be  allowed.     The  plaintiffs  appealed. 

On  the  8th  of  December,  1891,  the  case  came  up  on  appeal, 
from  the  decision  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  before  the  Court  of 
Appeal  (the  Master  of  the  Rolls  and  Lords  Justices  Fry  and 
Lopes),  This  court,  in  pronouncing  judgment,  drew  a  sharp 
line  of  distinction  between  the  two  plaintiff  contestants,  the 
administrator  and  the  executors.  The  Master  of  the  RoHa 
gave  a  lengthy  opinion,  concluding  as  follows: 

"  Section  XI.  o(  the  Married  Women's  Property  Act.  1882,  creates 
a  trust  in  favor  of  the  wife.  The  section  provides  that  so  long  m 
any  ol>j*ct  of  the  tn>*(  remain*  unptriormcd,  the  money  is  not  to 
form  part  of  the  insured's  estate.  Therefore  it  rcsuli.i  from  that, 
that  if  the  ohject  of  ihe  trust  i«  inerformed.  the  money  forms  pari  of 
the  insured's  cstJitc.  No  trustee  was  appointed,  therefore  under  that 
section  the  executors  were  the  trustees  of  the  policy  "  for  the  par* 
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poses  aforesaid  " — that  is,  for  the  wift  so  long  41  tMf  obiect  oi  tbc 

trust  remains  unperformed,  and  when  ihe  trust  i»  perrorme<I.  the 
money  is  to  form  part  of  the  estate.  II  the  wife  were  to  die  during 
the  lifetime  of  her  liugband,  no  one  could  contend  that  ibc  insurance 
coinpiSny  could  refuKc  to  receive  »Tiy  more  preiuiuinK  and  refute  to  go 
on  with  the  contract.  I  lake  it  that,  U[jon  a  fair  reading;  of  section  tt, 
il  the  object  of  the  trust  lias  become  intpossiblc.  it  it  right  to  say 
that  the  object  of  the  troS't  is  so  iar  performed.  Thai  being  so,  and 
the  section  being  ^ultject  to  llic  rule  of  public  policy.  Mrs.  Maybrick 
his  rendered  the  iiusi  incapable  oF  being  performed.  She  musi  be 
treated  as  struck  out  of  the  trust.  The  truit  must  be  treated  as  per- 
loTmcd.  The  rule  of  public  policy  must  not  be  carried  further  than 
is  necessary.  That  rule  is  not  necessary  as  between  the  executors 
and  the  defendants.  When  the  money  is  in  the  hands  of  the  exccn- 
toTS.  they  hold  it  for  the  wife.  IJut  the  trust  is  none.  They  arc  then 
trustees  of  the  estate.  The  creditors  (if  any)  of  the  husband  will 
net  paid  out  of  it.  and  then  it  will  go  to  his  children.  The  children 
do  not  claim  through  the  wife,  hut  through  the  father,  and  (here  if 
nothing  in  public  policy  to  prevent  thiii.  If  the  rule  of  public  policy 
applied  to  such  a  case,  it  would  create  a  grievous  injustice.  Any  one 
claiming  through  the  wife  is  shut  out;  therefore  her  assignee  and  any 
creditors  of  hers  arc  shut  out.  But  the  rule  docs  nol  apply  as 
between  executors  of  the  huO)and  and  the  defendant*.  There  h. 
therefore,  no  defense  to  this  action  as  a^insl  the  claim  of  the  exec- 
utors, and  iuctgnient  must  be  entered  for  them.  Plaintiff^  who  claims 
through  the  wife,  must  fail." 

The  Lords  Justices  concuircd  in  this  view,  LortI  Jtistice  Fry 
closing  his  opinitm  in  the  following  terms: 

"  If  the  executors  arc  not  trustees  for  Florence  Maybrick.  tor  whom 
arc  Ihcy  inistecs?  This  tjuestion  5ccms  I«  admit  of  an  easy  answer. 
Whenever  there  is  property  produced  by  the  pnyiiieuls  of  A  which  is 
held  in  trust  For  B,  and  that  trust  Fails  or  is  satisfied,  a  resuhing  trust 
arises  for  A  or  hit  csLite.  This  resulting  trust  ii  recogni^red  hy  the 
section  of  the  Act  in  question,  because  it  lakes  the  properly  out  of 
the  estate  of  the  insured  so  Inng  as  any  oliject  of  the  trust  remains 
unperformed;  language  which  implies,  if  it  does  not  assert,  that  when 
no  object  of  the  trust  remains  to  be  performed  the  policy  moneys 
form  part  of  the  estate  of  the  injured.  If  il  be  suggested  that  this 
view  only  removes  the  dilTiculty  a  step  further  off.  and  that  the 
possible  righl  of  the  wife  under  her  husband's  will  or  Intestacy  forms 
an  objection  to  tlie  action  by  the  executors,  the  reply  is  obvious — 
that  the  principle  of  public  policy  must  be  applied  as  often  as  any 
claim  is  made  by  the  murderess,  and  will  always  form  an  effectual 
h.-ir  to  any  ItcnrAl  whi(-h  she  may  seek  to  aciiuire  as  the  result  of  her 
crime.    Il  follows  from  the  view  which  I  have  expressed  that  I  thhik 
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k  mtdlcst  to  tniiiifr  into  wtut  the  particular  trusts  or  which  the 
adminiitnitor  of  the  convict's  property  appcMnted  undrr  the  staltHc 
of  1870  may  be.  lie  took  only  the  property  which  Florence  Mny- 
brick  liad  In  the  moaeyi  in  question:  and  as  she  look  nothing,  in  my 
judgment,  by  rca&on  of  licr  crime,  he  tjikcs  nothing  likcwiae.  It  nuy 
be  arxucd  that  havinE  reitanl  (n  (he  fjct  that  Mri.  Maybrick  is  the 
prime  object  of  ihc  insurance,  and  that  she  is  named  on  the  face  of  the 
policy  as  payee,  the  contract  of  insurance  must  be  taken  to  imply 
an  exception  of  the  case  of  the  death  of  the  insured  when  caused  by 
(he  crime  of  the  person  so  named;  nnd  it  is  suRRrstcd  that  Fauntte- 
roy's  case  in  the  Hounc  of  Lords  supports  this  contention.  This 
artciimeni  does  not  appear  to  inr  to  be  tenable.  The  policy  is  efFeciwI 
under,  and  therefore  aRcctcd  by.  a  slatutury  enactment,  the  el7cct  of 
which  in  the  present  case  is  to  vest  the  policy  in  the  executors  of  the 
insured  as  trustees  tn  the  event  of  Mrs,  Maybrick*s  being  entitled  to 
claim  in  trust  for  her,  and  in  every  other  event  in  trust  lor  the  estate 
of  James  Maybrick  just  in  the  tame  way  us  if  before  the  statute  a 
policy  had  been  taken  out  by  James  Maybrick.  and  he  had  by  a 
separate  iii^iriiment  declared  the  like  trusts  of  it.  Now,  it  is  to  my 
mind  illogical  to  make  the  crime  ol  one  cestui  qu£  trust  a  bar  to  the 
claim  of  another,  or  ol  the  trustees  for  that  other  cestui  que  trust; 
and  if  the  sui>poscd  defenie  were  lo  prevail  we  should  so  hold.  If 
Mrs.  Mfiybriek  had  inflicted  a  mortal,  but  not  immediately  fatal 
wound  nn  her  husband,  had  then  committed  suicide,  leaviuK  him 
surviving,  and  his  executors  had  claimed  on  his  death,  it  appears  to 
me  (hat  the  crime  which  caused  his  death  would  have  furnished  no 
defense.  In  a  word,  I  think  ihat  Ihc  rule  of  public  policy  should  be 
applied  10  at  to  exclude  from  benefit  the  criminal  and  all  claiming 
under  her,  hut  not  so  as  to  exclude  alternative  or  indi'i>enden1  rights. 
In  Faunileruy't  cjtse  the  pbintiUs  were  the  assigns  of  the  criminal, 
Ud  were  claiming  through  him.  In  the  present  case  the  plaintlUs 
arc  the  assigns  in  law  of  the  innocent  husband,  and  are  claiming 
through  liini-  The  auilioriiy,  therefore,  ol  that  case  goes  (o  show 
that  neither  Florence  Maybrick  nor  ihc  administrator  of  Iicr  estate, 
who  claims  through  her.  can  take  any  bcnefil.  But  that  appears  to 
mc  to  throw  no  impediment  in  the  way  of  a  suit  by  those  who  claim 
with  clean  hands  themselves  and  as  assigns  of  the  innocent  in<>urcd. 
In  a  word,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  crime  of  one  person  may  prevent 
that  person  from  the  assertion  of  what  would  otlicrwlKC  Ijc  a  right, 
and  may  accelerate  or  herieficialtr  afTect  the  rights  of  third  persons. 
bat  can  never  prejudice  or  Injuriously  affect  those  rights  In  my 
opinion,  therefore,  puhlic  policy  prevents  Florence  Maybrick  from 
asserting  any  title  a«  efstui  gut  trust  of  (his  fund,  and  thereby  brings 
into  operation  the  resulting  trust  in  favor  of  the  c»tatc  of  llic  insured, 
and  so  enables  the  executors  lo  maintain  an  action  as  plaintiffs  with- 
out any  taint  derived  from  the  crime  committed  by  Florence  May- 
brick." 
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The  Mtitua]  Rescrvp  Fund  Association  was  strongly  advised 
to  appeal  from  this  adverse  «Iccision  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  meanwhile  a  new  coniplii:ation  arose,  and  the  mana^ment 
resolved  to  make  no  further  eont«st.  Infortnal  notice  was 
given  that  the  Crown  would  claim  the  proceeds  of  the  policy, 
technical  difficulty  having  Iwen  discovered  in  the  reasonings 
from  which  the  foregoing  ijuotalions  have  been  taken.  After 
the  decision  ot  tlie  Court  of  Appeal  as  to  tlie  liability  to  the 
executors  of  the  estate  of  Jaoies  Maybrick,  the  Association 
was  ready  to  comply  with  the  ruling,  but  on  finding  tliat  Mr 
Cleaver  would  not  waive  his  claim,  and  that  the  Crown  was 
not  likely  to  waive  its  rights,  the  full  amount  of  tfie  claim  on 
the  policy  was  paid  into  court  for  final  adjudication. 

Whether  Mrs.  Maybrick  poisoned  her  husband  with  criminal 
intent  is  a  que&tion  which  can  only  be  answered  by  the  inmate 
of  Woking  prison  herself. 


THE  AUSTIN  DISAPPEARANCE. 

Mr.  John  C.  Austin,  or  "Jack"  Austin,  as  he  was  familiarly 
known  to  many  people  in  New  York  and  Brooklyn,  was  a. 
member  of  the  firm  of  ship  brokers,  Lord  &  .\ustin,  ^"hose 
office  was  .^t  Ko.  i8  Broadway.  He  was  well  known  as  an 
atfilctc  and  a  devotee  of  field  sports,  and  was  one  of  the  original 
incor[)oralors  of  the  Williamsliurgh  Athletic  Club.  Up  to  the 
time  of  his  disappearance  he  was  considered  a  man  of  com- 
fortable means,  but  not  weaUhy.  His  home  was  at  No.  1114 
Dean  Street,  Brooklyn,  where  his  family  consisted  of  three 
young  children,  his  wife  having  died  in  February.  1891.  He 
bore  an  excellent  reputation,  and  before  going  into  business  on 
his  own  account  had  been  in  the  employ  of  Mallory  Si  Co. 
His  firm  was  largely  engaged  in  tlie  business  of  ch-irtcrs  to 
Hayti  and  other  West  Indian  Islands,  and  was  supposed  to 
be  prosperous. 

Austin  left  his  home  Shortly  after  noon  on  July  4th,  1S93. 
saying  that  he  thought  of  going  to  the  races,  but  he  might 
change  his  mind  and  decide  to  take  a  bath  at  Manhattan  Beach. 
He  kissed  his  three  children  when  he  went  out.  and  when  they 
cried  at  not  being  allowed  to  accompany  him  he  comforted 
them  with  the  promise  that  he  would  be  back  to  diimer,  and 
would  take  them  to  see  the  fireworks  in  the  evening. 


PROB1.EMAT1CAL  CASES. 


From  that  nionwnt  tli<Te  is  no  record  lliat  any  one  ever 
saw  John  C.  Austin  alive  again,  ahhough  after  the  news  of 
the  dfXTM'ning  a  barber  in  Nostnuid  Avenue,  near  Fulton  Street, 
who  had  a  very  slight  acqmuntance  with  Austin,  said  tlial  lie 
thought  he  had  cunic  to  his  sliop  to  be  shaved  sliortly  alter 
noon. 

That  afternoon,  as  nearly  as  oa«  be  calrulated,  in  the  \Hcinity 
of  (our  o'clock,  a  ntan  hired  room  No.  391  in  the  bathing 
pavilion  at  Manhattan  Beach.  He  placed  his  valuables  in  one 
of  the  envelopes  provided  Tor  the  purpose,  and  \vrotc  across  it 
in  lead  pencil.  "John  C.  Austin.  1114  l>ean  Street,  Brooklyn." 

That  bit  of  writing  afterward  constituted  one  of  the  striMigcsl 
points  of  evidence  (or  the  plaintiffs  in  a  suit  in  court  in  the 
following  January. 

Ttie  envelope  was  placed  hi  the  safe,  and  a  check,  num- 
bered 272,  was  handed  to  ihe  inan.  It  was  nearly  nine  o'clock 
diat  night  and  the  last  bathers  had  long  de])arted.  when  the 
clerk  in  charge  of  the  office,  in  going  through  the  contents 
of  the  safe,  found  the  envelope  bearing  Austin's  name  and 
address. 

The  bathroom  was  immediately  searched,  and  in  it  were 
Found  a  blue  serge  coat  and  vest,  and  gray  trousers,  somewhat 
the  worse  (or  wear;  a  blue  striped  outing  shirt,  white  umler- 
cloiliing.  and  a  derby  liat  of  a  ratlier  peculiar  shape.  In  the 
pockets  were  a  card-case,  containing  cards  bearing  Austin's 
name  and  axklrcss,  a  penknife,  a  bunch  of  kc^s  and  sonie  lead 
pencils. 

Ernst  L.  Schumann,  superintendent  of  the  batJiing  pavilion, 
opened  the  envcIoiK  left  in  the  office,  in  the  presence  of  Cap- 
tain Hotchkiss,  of  the  Manhattan  Be:ich  police,  John  J.  Roth- 
well,  the  clerk,  and  Fireman  Peter  R.  Mullens.  It  was  found 
to  contain  a  lady's  gold  watch  and  chain,  studded  with  i>earls: 
3  seal  ring,  bearing  tlie  initial  "  S."  a  pocketbook.  containing 
$3,  and  a  coin  purse  with  $t.o5  in  small  change. 

The  finding  of  the  clothing  and  valuables  was  accepted  as 
certain  evidence  that  the  owner  had  been  drowned  while  bath- 
ing, and  a  despatch  was  at  once  sent  to  Austin's  ho>me  in 
Brooklyn.  His  brother,  Joseph  E.  Austin,  and  his  brother- 
in-law,  Thomas  C  Carruthcrs,  hastened  to  tfic  beach  and  fully 
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identified  the  effects  as  those  of  Austin.  A  search  for  the 
body  was  bei^m,  and  for  two  days  following  a  constant  patrol 
was  kept  on  the  beach  by  the  police  and  volunteer  searchers. 
Every  foot  of  tlK  beach  and  the  adjacent  shores  of  Sl»e«]»s- 
head  Bay,  Jamaica  Bay,  Plum  Islaod,  and  Rockaway  were 
sCEiTchcd  in  vain. 

Tfiat  the  body  of  a  man  drowned  at  Cone>'  Island  should  not 
he  ca.st  ashore  somewhere  inside  of  Sandy  Ilo«>k  was  some- 
tJiing  unprecedented  in  die  rccollccrion  of  the  oldest  beachmen^ 
aitd  fjy  degrees  faiirt  su.tpicions  began  to  be  entertained.  Those 
who  still  clung  firmly  to  the  drowning  tlicory  pointed  out  that 
the  body,  after  coming  to  the  surface,  had  been  driven  sea- 
ward by  the  strong  northwesterly  winds  dial  had  prevailed 
for  some  days.  At  this  the  old-timers  shook  their  heads  in 
doubt.  It  was  about  four  o'clock,  they  argued,  when  the 
bathroom  was  hired,  and  the  flood  tide  was  setting  strongly 
for  several  hours  afterward,  which  could  liardly  have  tailed  to 
cast  the  body  ashore  long  before  the  ebb  set  in.  It  was  absurd, 
they  pointed  out,  to  suppose  that  tlie  man  could  have  remained 
swinuuing  until  the  end  of  the  flood. 

Even  if  he  had  done  so.  the  body  would  have  come  to  rtie 
surface  within  a  \vet;k,  and  experience  showed  tlial  tiie  full 
flood  would  have  carried  it  shoreward. 

Little  by  little  other  suspicious  features  of  the  case  began  to 
crop  out.  There  was  but  one  ring  found  in  the  envelope — 
the  seal  one,  which  was  of  little  value — -while  it  was  kno^vn  that 
Austin  always  wore  a  ring  set  with  a  fine  brilliant.  It  vraj 
naturally  asked  why  he  did  not  place  it  also  in  the  securit)-  of 
the  saiv.  His  friends  explained  it  by  saying  tiiat  the  diftm<md 
ring  fitted  so  closely  tliat  it  could  only  be  removed  with 
difficulty,  but  several  persons  recalled  having  seen  Austin 
take  off  the  ring  to  allow  the  beauty  of  the  diamond  to  be 
examined. 

Slilt  another  point  to  which  ftlfTnlfifanee  was  attached  was 
the  finding  of  the  lady's  watch,  which  had  belonged  to  Austin's 
wife  and  which  he  had  never  before  been  knovm  to  wear. 
Inquiry  ted  to  the  discovery  that  he  had  carried  it  for  several 
days,  while  his  own  watch,  a  magnificent  chronometer,  had 
been  tmder  repair  in  Benedict's  in   Broadway.    Inquiry  at 
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Benedict's  resulte*!  in  the  fiiscovery  that  the  watch  hal  been 
rctumefl  on  July  3cl,  the  very  day  before  Ausiin's  disapi»car- 
ancc  This  threw  slill  more  doubt  on  the  cast-,  particularly 
when  it  was  learned  that  Austin  had  not  called  for  the  watch 
himself,  but  sent  a  messenger  boy  with  a  check  for  $8,  the 
amoinit  of  the  bill  for  repairs. 

Why  he  should  have  tnistcd  such  a  valuable  instrument  to 
a  messenger  boy.  when  his  office  was  within  a  stone's  throw 
of  llie  jeweler's,  and  why  he  should  have  continued  to  wear  his 
wife's  w-atch,  was  considered  peculiar.  No  trace  of  the  watch 
has  ever  been  found. 

Still  another  circumstance  added  to  the  sum  of  suspicion. 
Austin  was  a  frequent  patron  o(  the  Manhattan  Beach  Bathing 
Pavilion,  and  was  well  known  by  sight  by  most  of  the  em- 
ployes, and  yet  not  one  of  them  could  remember  having  seca 
him  on  the  day  in  question. 

What  made  this  the  more  reniarlcable  was  the  fact  that,  as 
the  air  was  chilly  and  a  rather  ilis-agrccablc  wind  was  blowing, 
there  were  oomparativcly  tew  attenda^nts  at  the  baths  that  day— 
in  all  not  more  than  six  huiKlred,  whai  on  warm  days  the 
crowd  miglit  be  counted  by  as  many  thousands. 

A  photograph  of  the  missing  man.  which  was  shown  to  all 
the  employes  of  the  pavilion,  ivas  recognized  by  none  of  them 
as  that  of  a  man  whom  they  had  seen  that  day. 

Then  there  was  the  quesjion  of  the  clothing,  which  while 
it  had  undoubtedly  belonged  to  Austin,  was  not  such  as  he 
would  have  been  likely  to  wear  on  a  holiday.  Tt  was  well 
worn,  and  while  it  might  have  served  for  rough  outing  pur- 
poses, was  by  no  means  like  Austin's  usual  attire. 

The  small  amount  of  money  found  was  also  sut^rising,  and 
Mr.  Lord,  Austin's  partner,  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  miss-ing  man  always  carried  a  considerable  sum  about  him, 
and  that  he  had  never  known  him  to  be  without  at  least  $ioo. 

A  man  named  Joseph  A.  Dallcm,  who  was  said  to  be  an 
Englishman  on  a  visit  to  this  country,  made  an  affidavit  long 
afterward  thai  he  had  seen  a  man  dromied  in  frotit  of  the 
pavilion  on  the  afternoon  of  July  4th. 

According  to  Dallon's  stor>*,  he  was  watching  the  bathers 
when  his  attention  was  attracted  to  a  swimmer  wlw  was  about 
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fifty  yards  outside  tfie  life  raft,  who  seemed  to  be  halt  swim- 
tiimg,  half  floating  on  his  hack,  and  slowly  approaching'  Uie 
rafi,  as  if  drifting  on  the  tide.  When  the  swimmer  was  within 
one  liundred  feet  or  so  o[  the  raft  he  suddenly  turned  over  on 
his  face  and  sank. 

Da]lon  was  sufHciently  interested  to  examine  the  raft  next 
day  through  an  opera  glass  to  discern  if  there  was  any  aperture 
thniugh  which  the  swimmer  might  have  come  to  the  surface, 
but  he  seems  to  have  been  tn  no  htirry  tn  communit-ate  either 
to  the  police  or  any  one  else  what  he  had  seen. 

The  cloud  of  suspicion,  however.  wduM  spi-cdily  have  blown 
away  and  Austin  would  liavc  been  afrqUfd  as  definitely  dead, 
had  it  not  tumetl  out  that  his  life  was  insured  in  two  companies, 
both  of  which  promptly  refused  to  accept  the  evidence  of  bis 
death.  One  of  the  policies,  for  $15,000,  had  been  issued  by 
the  Mutual  Reserve  I-'iind  Life  .Association,  in  1885,  payable 
to  .Austin's  estate.  The  other  was  issued  by  the  United  States 
Mutual  Accident  Association,  on  July  ist,  three  days  before 
Austin's  disappearance. 

Austin  visited  the  company's  ofRce  that  day  and  obtained 
tlic  insurance  on  his  personal  applicaition.  He  represented 
himself  as  a  man  who  traveled  a  great  deal,  and  said  that  he 
was  in  excellent  physical  health.  It  was  recalled  aftcnvard 
that  he  demurred  somewhat  at  paying  the  membership  fee  of 
$10,  that  he  went  out  as  if  dissatisfied  and  then  returned  and 
finally  concludetl  the  bargain,  after  getting  a  rebate  on  tlie 
premium.  He  asked  the  Secretai-y  i>articiilarly  whether  the 
policy  would  go  into  effect  from  that  veo'  moment,  and  asked 
that  it  be  mailed  to  him  without  delay.  The  policy  was  accord- 
ingly mailed  to  him  that  afternoon. 

From  the  time  that  Joseph  E.  Austin,  the  executor  of  his 
brother's  will,  made  his  demand  on  both  companies,  detectives 
scoured  this  country  and  Canada  in  search  of  the  man  who. 
they  were  firmly  convinced,  was  in  hiding.  Although  his 
whereabouts  could  not  be  definitely  determined,  it  was  believed 
that  at  the  approcliing  trial  evidence  would  be  submitted  to 
show  that  several  persons  had  seen  and  conversed  with  Austin 
at  Shrewsbury  River  and  other  places  after  his  disappearance. 
There  was  reason  to  believe  that  the  missing  man  found  a 
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s«cure  retreat  in  the  fastnesses  of  tlic  Adimiid&ck  wilderness, 
from  which,  in  various  disguises,  he  made  ccca.sionaI  trips  to 
visit  his  children,  who  are  being  educated  in  Canada. 

Mr,  F.  A.  Burnliam,  then  counsel,  now  president  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund,  said:  "  Tliere  is  no  doubt  that  Austin 
is  alive  and  in  hiding,  and  tliat  his  disappearance  was  simply 
a.  carefully  concocted  scheme  to  defraud  litis  company.  It  is 
quite  [Kissible  that  Austin  never  went  near  Manhattan  Bcachi 
4nd  that  the  jewelry  and  valuables  were  placed  in  the  bath- 
house by  3  confe<]cratc." 

"  Here,"  .laid  Mr.  Btimham,  "is  his  picture  as  he  was  more 
than  a  year  after  his  disappeaniince."  The  portrait  nrpresents 
a  tall-statured  man  in  hunting  cosuime  and  Winchester  in 
hand,  standing  in  front  of  a  rougti  hunting  lodge.  It  lutd 
evidently  been  cut  from  a  group,  for  one  side  is  a  jxjrlion  of 
a  companion's  figure,  similarly  clad  and  accoutrcii. 

When  asked  where  he  had  obtained  the  picture  Mr.  Bum- 
ham  smiled  and  said:  "  I'm  not  quite  prepared  to  tell  how 
we  got  it  or  where  it  was  taken.  Mind,  I  don't  say  it  was  in 
the  Adirondacks,  but  every  one  Icnows  what  a  famous  hiding 
place  those  trackless  woods  wonld  make  for  a  man  who  wanted 
to  disappear  utterly  from  the  world.  When  he  disappeared 
we  tried  to  get  from  his  family  a  picture,  which  wc  would  have 
sent  broadcast  over  the  country,  but  they  declared  Uiat  they 
had  nothing  but  an  old  tin-type." 

Austin's  wilt,  dated  January  28th,  1885,  leaving  all  his  prop- 
erty to  his  children,  was  admitted  to  probate,  wiilioiit  oppo- 
Mtion,  on  September  2ist,  1891.  Shortly  afterward  ilie  three 
children  were  taken  to  Canada,  where  they  are  living  with 
relatives. 

Mr.  Ettlinger,  manager  of  the  Death  Oaim  Department  of 
the  United  Sutes  Mutual  Accident  Association,  said:  "We 
made  some  investigation,  and  we  were  satisfied  long  ago  that 
Austin  was  alive.  I  don't  think  there  is  any  doubt  about  it. 
As  far  as  this  company  is  concerned,  however,  it  doesn't  make 
a  great  deal  of  difference  whether  he  is  alive  or  dead.  Our 
policy  was  an  accident  one,  and  in  view  of  the  circumstances 
of  his  alleged  death,  admitting  that  it  look  place,  it  is  obvi- 
ously impossible  to  determine  whether  it  was  accidental  or 
suicidal.    I  fail  to  sec  how  any  claim  can  be  made  on  us." 
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Joseph  E,  Austin  was  firmly  convinced  that  his  brother  was 
drowned  and  iliat  Iiis  body  was  swept  out  to  sea.  He  said 
that  his  brotlier  had  no  conceivable  motive  for  disappearing, 
and  that  hi&  character  forbade  the  presumption  that  he  would 
attempt  to  defraud  any  one.  While  he  was  not  rich,  he  liad 
means  siiflicient  for  his  wants,  and  his  business  was  in  a  pros- 
perous condition.  Mr.  Austin  thought  that  the  picture  In  the 
jKisscssion  of  tile  insurance  company  was  taken  years  ago, 
while  his  brother  was  on  a  hunting  trip  in  the  woods. 

The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  having  refused 
to  pay  a  claim  to  the  beneficiaries  of  a  man  whose  death  was 
not  proved,  and  who  was,  with  goo<l  reason,  believed  to  be 
alive,  suit  was  brought  for  recovery.  The  trial  came  on  in 
tlie  Supreme  Court  of  tlic  city  of  New  York,  January  2d,  1894, 
and  terminated  on  the  i6th  of  the  same  month,  with  a  verdict 
for  the  plaintiff  for  the  full  amount  of  the  policies,  $I5/X)0. 
This  result  was  anticipated  as  soon  as  it  became  apparent  that 
the  Coim  would  be  likely  to  submit  ihe  case  to  a  jury  for 
determination.  The  only  expectation  of  winning  the  case  was 
ftinndcd  upon  the  opinion  that  no  proof  was  submitted  to  the 
jury  on  behalf  of  the  plaintiff  tending  to  show  that  Austin  was 
dead,  and  in  that  opinion,  as  matter  of  law,  the  counsel  of  the 
Association  is  as  confirmed  to-day  as  ever.  After  the  verdict 
was  rendcre*!  the  Association  would  not  authorize  an  appeal, 
but  directed  payment  of  the  full  amount  of  the  claim,  basing 
action  upon  the  idea  that  the  verdict  was  a  juslificatiun  tor  the 
payment  of  the  claim,  such  jayment  being  without  warrant  or 
authority  independently  of  such  verdict.  At  the  same  linic 
there  Is  not  the  sligh'est  doubt  on  the  part  of  tncn  of  trained 
observation  that  John  C.  Austin  did  not  die  by  drowning  at 
Manhattan  Beach  on  the  4th  of  July,  i8gi,  the  date  of  his 
allegt'il  death,  and  it  will  not  be  surprising  if  detective  skill 
will  yet  be  able  to  produce  him  alive  and  well,  in  view  of 
evidence  in  possession  of  the  law  department  of  the  Asso- 
ciation. 

A  QUESTION  OF  IDENTITY. 

The  embarrassment  which  is  sometimes  occasioned  by  dis- 
puted identification  may  be  illustrated  by  a  resume  of  a  curious 
and  puzzling  case  in  the  Western  States.     A  policy  written  by 


Ilic  Norihwestem  Mutual  IJfc  Insurance  Company  on  the 
life  of  Marcus  L.  Johnson,  in  the  sum  nf  $2,000  (or  the  benefit 
of  his  wife,  Rhoda  Johnson,  became  a  claim  by  reason  of  the 
death  of  the  insured,  which  occurred  in  May,  i86q.  The 
atnount  was  duly  paid  by  the  company  to  one  (icorpc  E. 
Johnson,  of  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  a  brother  of  the  deceased, 
who  was  ctnpowered  by  the  bencficiarj'  to  receive  the  money, 
surrender  the  policy,  and  grant  the  company  a  legal  dischai^c, 
Tlie  widow,  Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson,  resided  in  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 
Mr.  George  F..  Johnson,  having  advanced  a  sum  of  money 
to  the  widow  prior  to  obtaining  the  amount  due  from  the  com- 
pany, on  receiving  the  money,  made  up  a  package  enclosing 
the  balance  due  her.  amounting  to  S748.91,  and  shipped  the 
same  by  the  United  States  Express  Company,  from  the  office 
in  Lovenworth,  addressed  to  Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson,  Cincinnati. 
Accompanying  the  package  was  a  note  addressed  to  the  Cin- 
cinnati agent  of  the  express  company,  requesting  him  to  give 
personal  attention  to  the  matter  and  sec  that  Mrs.  Rhoda  John- 
son received  the  money  and  receipted  tor  it  with  her  own  liand. 
As  Mrs.  Johnson  was  nnknown  to  the  Cincinnati  agent,  lie 
addressed  her  a  line  through  the  post-office,  requesting  her  to 
call  at  the  express  office  and  receive  her  insurance  money.  In 
response  to  this  notice  she  called  and  claimed  the  money; 
bringing  with  her.  tor  the  purpose  of  identification,  letters 
written  to  her  by  George  E.  Johnson,  her  brother-in-law;  and 
also  a  letter  from  the  express  company's  agent  in  I^cavcn- 
worth.  Tlie  intelligent,  straightforward,  busincss-Iikr  manner 
of  Mrs.  Johnson  scaned  sufficiently  conclusive  of  her  honesty, 
and  the  express  agent  did  not  doubt  that  she  was  the  person 
for  whom  the  money  was  intended.  Rut,  as  pergonal  irlentifi- 
cation  had  been  enjoined  upon  him,  he  required  her  to  produce 
some  one  known  to  himself,  who  could  vouch  for  her.  This 
she  was  able  to  dn,  and  she  soon  relumed  with  the  local  agent 
of  the  insitrsncc  company,  who  had  previously  paid  to  her  the 
sum  of  $200.  which  had  been  sent  to  his  care  for  licr  by  George 
E.  John:on,  of  Ixavcnwordi.  The  sum  thus  sent  was  by  draft 
tjpon  the  First  National  Bank  of  Cincinnati,  payable  to  the 
order  of  Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson;  and  the  insurance  agent  having 
identified  Mrs.  Johnson  at  titat  time,  she  received  the  money 
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from  the  bank.  This  was  deemed  sufficient.  The  package 
of  money  was  accordingly  delivered  to  Mrs.  Johnson,  for  which 
she  gave  her  receipt,  and  then  went  her  way. 

She  had  not  been  gone  long  when  Major  C.  H.  Blackburn, 
proscciuing  attorney  for  llamihon  County,  and  a  lawyer  of 
eminence  ami  ability,  called  at  tlic  office  of  the  express  com- 
pany, where  he  made  inquiry  for  a  package  of  money  pur- 
porting to  contain  $748.91,  and  addressed  to  Mrs.  Rhoda 
Johnson.  He  was  told  that  the  package  had  been  received 
and  delivered  to  Mrs.  Johnson.  Major  BJackbiim  manlfesled 
surprise  at  this,  as  Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson  was  his  chent,  who, 
several  weeks  ago,  liad  placed  in  his  hands  for  collection  from 
George  E.  Johnson,  of  Leavenworth,  Kansas,  a  claim  for  the 
balance  due, under  an  insurance  policy,  and  he  had  been  in 
correspondence  with  Mr.  John&cn,  and  also  with  the  home 
office  of  the  insurance  company  in  Milwaukee.  A  few  days 
previously,  he  had  received  by  mail  a  (hiplicatc  o(  Uie  receipt 
given  by  the  express  company  for  the  package  addressed  to 
Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson,  and  said  to  contain  $748.91.  Tliis  led 
him  to  inquire  at  the  express  office,  as  stated. 

Major  Blackburn  again  visited  the  express  office,  Imngmg 
with  liiin  his  client,  to  Itarn,  as  he  stated,  whether  slic  was  the 
woman  to  whom  the  package  had  been  delivered;  as  he  feared 
that  she  was  practicing  some  deception  upon  him  in  saying 
she  had  not  received  it-  He  was  at  once  told  that  she  wa.i  not 
the  person.  Major  Blackbtim  was  prepared  to  vouch  for  his 
client  as  being  Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson,  the  person  for  whom  the 
package  was  intended.  She  bad  been  introduced  to  him  by 
rcsjicctablc  people  whom  he  knew,  and  with  whom  she  was 
well  acquainted.  His  knowledge  of  her  satisfied  him  that  she 
was  not  capable  of  concocting  any  swindle  upon  the  insurance 
or  the  express  company;  and  he  was  certain  that  she  had  no 
backers,  aiders,  or  abettors  in  siich  a  scheme. 

This  woman,  evidently,  was  a  weak-minded  person :  ignorant, 
and  apparently  poor,  being  shabbily  dressed.  She  spoke  Eng- 
lish with  a  German  accent,  and.  in  every  respect,  contrasted 
broadly  with  the  Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson  who  had  called  for  and 
received  the  money.  The  story  of  Mrs.  Rhoda  No.  2  was,  in 
substance,  that  she  was  the  wife,  and  now  the  widow  of  Marcus 
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L.  Johnson,  upon  whose  IKe  slit*  liad  held  an  insuranre  pnltcy 
in  the  sum  of  $2,000,  written  by  llie  Northwestern  Mitlnal, 
and  that  slie  had  sent  Ihc  policy  to  her  brother -in-law,  Mr. 
George  E,  Johnson,  of  Leavenworth.  Kansas,  (or  collection. 
He  had  sent  to  her,  and  she  liad  received  from  him,  $300  on 
account,  but  in  default  of  payment  of  the  balance  due  her,  she 
had  placed  her  claim  in  the  hands  of  Major  Blackburn.  She 
exhibited  letters  which  she  had  in  her  possession,  from  Mr. 
George  E.  Johnson.  One  of  these  letters  was  of  sympathy 
and  condolence,  and  nieinioned  having  previously  sent  $2oa 
She  also  showed  a  letter  from  the  Leavenworth  agent  of  the 
express  company,  the  substance  of  which  was  thai  he  wanted 
to  be  sure  of  her  receipt  of  the  money. 

Notwithstanding  llie  confidence  of  Major  Blackburn  in  the 
honesty  and  justice  of  his  client's  cause,  the  Cincinnati  agent 
of  the  express  company  felt  that  Mrs.  Khoda  No.  i,  to  whom 
he  had  paid  the  money,  was  the  legitimate  claimant,  and  tliat 
Mrs.  Rhoda  No.  2  was  a  fraud.  But  he  at  once  perceived  that 
the  circum-stantes  demanded  explanation,  and  he  therefore 
called  upon  Uie  insurance  agent  who  had  identified  Mrs.  Rhoda 
No.  1,  and  requested  him  to  produce  the  lady.  She  was  readily 
found  and  brought  to  the  express  office,  and  confronted  with 
Mrs.  Khoda  No.  2.  The  two  were  questioned  and  cros3-que»- 
doned,  and  their  examination  elicited  the  following  informa- 
tion: Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson  No.  1  had  been  married  by  Bishop 
Simpson  to  Marcus  L.  Johnson,  seventeen  years  ago.  and  had 
had  eight  children,  seven  of  whom  were  living.  Her  husband 
was  a  bootibinder  and  blank-book  manufacturer,  and  had  been 
established  in  business  in  EvansviUc.  Indiana,  and  Topcka, 
Kansas.  From  the  latter  place  he  came,  with  his  family,  to 
Cincinnati,  where  he  remained  until  his  death.  When  he  left 
Topeka  he  was  suffering  from  a  cancerous  affection  of  his 
stomach,  of  which  he  died  more  than  a  year  afterward.  Mrs. 
Rhoda  No.  2  was  married  etglit  years  ago,  near  New  York 
city,  by  a  magistrate,  and  had  two  children  by  her  husband, 
■whose  name  was  Marcus  L.  Johnson.  They  had  lived  together 
for  years  in  New  York  and  Cincinnati.  No.  i  never  had  been 
absent  from  her  hustiand  bevond  a  few  weeks  at  a  time.  No. 
2  said  her  husband  was  a  bookbinder  by  trade;  had  suffered 
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lour  years  from  cancer  of  the  stomach,  of  which  disease  he 
died  and  was  buried  in  Cincinnati.  Both  had  had  the  insur- 
ance policy  of  $z,ooo  on  the  life  of  Marcus  L.  Johnson,  and 
both  had  sent  it  to  George  E.  Johnson  to  collect  They  botli 
knew  George  E.  Johnson,  of  Leavenworth;  he  had  visited  at 
both  their  houses  in  Cincinnati,  and  both  claimed  hlin  as  lh«ir 
brothcr-in-Iaw.  No.  i  explained  an  agreement  between  the 
two  brothers,  Marcus  L.  and  Geoi^e  E-  relating  to  the  insur- 
ance. It  was,  that  as  Marcus  was  unable  to  continue  the  pay- 
ment of  pnMTiiunis,  George  E.  was  to  do  so,  and  for  this  was 
to  receive  one-half  the  avails  of  the  policy  for  his  advance  and 
trouble.  In  conformity  with  this  agreement,  Gcnrgc  E.  had 
sent  htT  this  package  containing  $748,91,  which  was  the  bal- 
ance due  to  her  after  ilctlucting  Cicorgc  E.  Johnson's  share  of 
$1,000,  the  $200  advanced  to  her  soon  after  her  husband's 
death,  and  a  preniiimi  note  of  Marcus  L.  Johnson  for  $49,  and 
$2.09  accrued  interest.  No.  2  claimed  to  have  received  $300 
from  George  E.  Johnson,  it  liavirg  been  advanced  by  him  to 
her  as  a  portion  of  the  insurance  money.  She  produced  letters 
from  George  E.  Johnson,  and  a  letter  from  Mr.  Somerville,  the 
Leavenworth  agent  of  the  insurance  company,  who  was  also 
agent  of  the  express  company,  which  seemed  to  support  her 
claim.  The  women  were  questioned  separately  and  apart,  and 
each  adhered  to  her  story  without  variation  or  contradiction. 
No.  I  offered  to  produce  the  photograph  of  her  husband;  so, 
accompanied  by  the  sheriff,  she  went  to  her  house  and  soon 
returned  with  the  likeness  of  Marcus  L.  Johnson.  This  pic- 
ture being  shown  to  No.  2.  she  at  once  declared  il  to  be  a 
likeness  of  her  husband,  and  she  then  produced  a  photograph 
of  a  child  four  to  five  years  of  age,  which  she  said  was  a  picture 
of  her  son,  and  in  which  her  attorney  saw  a  strong  resemblance 
to  the  photographed  face  of  Marcus  L.  Johnson. 

As  both  parties,  claimed  George  E.  Johnson  as  their  brotlier- 
in-law,  both  knew  him.  and  he  had  visited  each  of  them  at 
their  houses,  it  was  suggested  that  tlic  photographs  of  tJic  two 
women  should  be  taken  and  sent  to  the  superintendent  of  the 
express  company  at  I^avcnworth,  who  was  to  be  requested  to 
see  GcorKC  E.  Johnson  and  ascertain  if  his  brother  had  two 
wives,  and  it  not,  which  of  these  women  was  his  wife.    Acting 
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upon  this  suggestion,  their  photograplis  were  at  once  secured 
— both  readily  consenting — and  were  sent  as  indicated,  together 
with  iuti  particulars  of  the  facts  in  the  case. 

Pending  the  transmission  of  these  photographs  and  the 
report  therefrom,  the  Cincitinati  agent  uf  the  express  company 
deterniiaed  to  pursue  the  investigation  Ktill  further.  Mis  opin> 
ion  had  not  changed  from  the  first,  being  fully  convince<l  that 
Mrs,  Khoda  Johnson  who  received  the  money  was  the  only 
wife  of  MarcLs  L.  Johnson,  and  that  the  other  woman  was  an 
impostor.  The  result  of  his  investigation,  as  recounted  by 
himself,  was  published  in  the  Cincinnati  newspapers  of  the  day. 
In  the  course  of  his  account  he  said:  "Taking  with  me  a 
detective  officer,  we  went  in  search  of  the  woman  who  made 
the  claim  on  the  express  company,  and  found  her  acting  as 
cook  in  a  low  den  of  prostitution.  I  took  down  her  sutcments 
very  fully  in  writing,  questioning  and  cross-questioning  her. 
I  found  Rcr  memory  very  defective  as  to  dates  and  several 
material  fact&.  My  examination  was  more  thorough  than  at 
any  other  time.  She  claints  to  have  had  two  children;  one 
dead  and  the  other  in  Indiana,  she  don't  know  where.  Her 
whole  statement  bears  on  its  face  an  attempt  to  swindle,  con- 
cocted by  other  parties;  and  1  believe  this  woman  has  imjiosed 
upon  Major  Blackburn,  who  undertook  her  case  not  knowing 
all  the  facts.  This  woman  lias  obtained  from  the  post-office 
quite  a  number  of  letters  belonging  to  Mrs,  Rhuda  Johnson, 
and  admitted  to  me  that  she  did  not  know  whether  they 
belonged  to  herself  or  not." 

Two  days  after  the  publication  of  these  facts.  Major  Black- 
burn infonned  a  newspaper  reporter  that,  upon  reading  the  card 
of  the  express  company's  agent  in  relation  to  the  case,  he  sent 
an  officer  for  his  client  and  had  her  brought  to  bis  office:  tliat 
he  then  told  her  plainly  there  could  be  no  more  lying  about 
the  matter;  she  having  shown  herself  to  be  an  impostor,  be 
should  insist  on  her  telling  him  the  tnitli  of  the  matter,  and 
confessing  who  had  instigated  the  false  statements  she  had 
given;  tliat  she  then  fully  acknowledged  her  guilty  conduct, 
admitted  she  never  had  been  married  to  Marcus  L.  Johnson, 
nor  had  ever  seen  bim  or  his  brother  George  E.  Johnson; 
that  her  name  was  Rboda  Ucrry ;  and  a  man  named  John  John- 
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son  had  put  her  up  to  getting  the  letters  from  the  post-office 
advertise  J  for  Rhoda  Johnson,  and  these  letters  she  had 
obtained  and  shown  to  him;  that  all  she  knew  of  the  insur- 
ance, or  of  the  parties  interested,  she  obtained  from  these  letters. 
About  the  same  time  Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson  received  from 
Major  Blackburn  the  following  letter: 

Office  of  PKosuctrrrNO  Aitobnev, 
HAMir.Tox  County.  Cincinnati,  January  so.  1870. 
Mrs.  Rhoda  Johnson  : 

M.\UAM— A  thorough  invcsEigalion  of  th«  matter  which  we  have 
beoi  looking  nflcr  for  some  days,  Ims  satinlicil  tiiv  that  y<iu  are  the 
leeititnaic  wife  of  Marcus  L.  Johnson;  thai  the  oihcr  woman  who 
claimed  to  be  his  wife  it  ui  impottor  and  scoundrel;  and  that  her 
conduct  in  the  case  has  done  you  great  and  unmerited  injustice. 

I  cheerfailly  make  llus  slalrment.  nut  hccause  she  has  l»uiety 
wronged  you  t>y  licr  conduct  and  declarations,  but  because  sht  has 
•0  buely  imposed  upon  my  confidence  by  falsehood,  and   fraud. 

Very   respectfully. 

C.  11.  Blackhuhh. 


MISTAKEN  IDENTITY. 

A  remarkable  instance  of  mistaken  identity  occurred  at 
Tacoma,  State  of  Washington,  in  1889.  On  the  30th  of  May 
in  that  year  John  M.  Poyn,  a  Cincinnati  detective,  swore  out 
a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  W.  A.  Hedden,  of  Tacoina,  charging 
him  with  having  defrauded  life  Insurance  companies  to  the 
extent  of  $t4,ooa  Bail  was  fixed  at  $10,000,  and,*  at  the 
request  of  the  detective,  examination  was  deferred  for  two 
weeks,  in  order  that  additional  evidence  might  be  obtained 
from  Buffalo,  N,  Y.,  where  the  frauds  were  alleged  to  have 
been  committed.  Hedden  could  not  give  bonds  and  was 
placed  in  jail,  where  he  remained  until  failure  to  identify  him 
as  the  real  offender  led  to  his  release.  Strange  to  say.  he  was 
taken  for  Bryant  A.  Crandall.  wbo.  in  1886.  lived  in  Buffalo, 
and  had  insurance  on  his  life  for  $14,000.  He  started  for  the 
West,  and  in  April  it  was  reported  that  he  had  committed 
suicide. 

The  facts  concerning  the  alleged  suicide  were  such  that  the 
companies  concerned  paid  the  ftdl  amount  of  the  insurance 
to  the  supposed  dead   man's  relatives.     In  the   fall  of    1887 
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Crandall  was  seen  in  Los  Angeles,  Cal.,  by  a  prominent  citizen 
at  Buffalo.  The  laticr  reported  the  Iac(  to  the  insurance  com- 
panies. They  combined,  and  offered  a  reward  of  $2000  for 
the  anest  of  Crandall.  Detectives  immediately  hcgan  to  hunt 
for  him.  Poyii  in  some  way  learned  that  Crandall  had  been 
ill  Tacoma  several  months.  On  arrival  lie  saw  Hedden,  who 
resembled  Crandall  in  a  remarkable  degree,  became  acquainted 
with  him,  and  went  into  partnership  with  him  in  a  land-locating 
agency,  doing  business  all  over  (he  Sound  counlry.  His 
height,  color  ol  eyes,  beard,  sire,  and  weight  exactly  coincided 
with  Crandall's.  On  the  latlcr's  right  foot  was  a  scar  over 
four  inches  in  length,  the  result  of  a  wound  accidentally 
inflicted  upon  himself  with  an  axe  when  a  young  man.  tn 
order  to  finil  whether  He<lden  Iiail  such  a  scar,  Poyn  proposed 
ihey  should  rent  a  furnished  n»om  together,  an<l  Hedden 
accepted  the  proposition.  That  night,  when  Hedden  disrobed, 
the  detective  watcheil  his  room-mate  slowly  pull  off  liis  socks, 
and,  strangely  enough,  there  was  a  scar.  The  next  day  Poyn 
got  out  his  warrant  (or  Hedden,  and  was  sure  of  his  man- 
After  he  was  lodged  in  jail  more  positive  evidence  was  needed 
frum  Buffalo,  ami  daily  the  wires  were  used  in  securing  it. 
Heddeii's  jihotograph  was  taken  and  sent  to  Buffalo,  and  word 
came  back  that  it  was  the  picture  of  Crandall.  Hedden  persist- 
ently asserted  his  innocence;  declared  that  he  owned  a  farm  at 
Lake  View,  near  Rochester,  un  which  Ills  family  were  Hving, 
and  that  he  had  gone  to  the  far  West,  like  a  good  nxany  others, 
to  make  money. 

President  Fitch,  of  the  Traders'  Bank  of  Tacoma,  formerly 
of  Rochester,  became  interested  in  Hedden.  Mr.  Bock,  a 
merchant  of  Buffalo,  who  knew  Crandall,  happened  to  arrive 
in  Tacoma  on  business.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  Fitch,  he  went 
to  the  jail  to  see  Hedden,  and  said,  though  Hedden  resembled 
Crandall  in  a  remarkable  degree,  he  was  not  Crandall.  Mr. 
Bock  swore  to  his  evidence,  but  the  detective  was  nf>t  satisfied. 
The  latter  telegraphed  to  the  chief  of  jiolice  of  Buffalo  asking 
if  Bock's  word  could  be  believed.  The  answer  came  back 
that  his  evidence  could  not  well  be  disputed.  This  settled  the 
matter  in  the  minds  of  Hedden's  friends.  The  same  afternoon 
the  coimsci  on  both  sides  closely  questioned  Heddco>  asking 
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him  fifty  or  more  questions.  They  then  telegraphed  to  the 
poslniasier  at  Lake  View,  Hedden's  alleged  home,  and  asked 
him  to  reply  to  the  very  same  questions  they  had  put  lo 
Hedden  while  the  prisoner  aiid  his  counsel,  tlie  detective  and 
his  counsel,  were  all  in  tlie  court-room.  When  the  reply  Irom 
the  Lake  View  postmaster  was  received,  his  answer  to  each 
question  exactly  corroborated  the  statements  made  by  Hedden, 
and  when  the  long  telegram  was  finished,  Mr.  Poyn,  the  detec- 
tive, and  his  counsel  gave  up  the  case,  and  acknowledged  that 
llcddcn  was  not  the  long-lost  Crandall. 

The  sequel  came  in  June,  1892,  >vhen  the  real  offender  was 
captured  in  Los  Angeles.  He  made  a  confession  lo  his  coun- 
sel, in  which  be  acknowledged  that  he  was  Bryant  A.  Craiidall. 
Afterward  he  admitted  his  identity  and  his  guilt  to  a  repre- 
sentative of  a  Press  Association.  He  recited  the  particulars 
of  his  disappearance  from  his  home  in  Buffalo,  aud  tlien  said: 

"After  leaving  my  hat  on  the  park  bench  at  Niagara  Falls,  I 
boarded  a  train  and  went  to  California.  Two  months  after- 
ward I  was  surprised  and  amused  one  day  to  learn  that  my 
dead  body  had  been  found  at  the  Falls.  All  this  time  I  was 
samng  wood,  as  they  say;  I  was,  literally,  too.  I  went  directly 
to  California  and  hired  out  as  a  carpenter.  I  knew  the  trade 
well.  I  had  none  of  the  old  disappointments  out  there,  no 
worry,  no  creditors,  and  no  more  trials.  I  had  a  verj-  easy 
time.  Then  I  got  tired  ol  carpentering  and  went  to  running 
a  stationary  engine.  I  was  successful  at  that,  too.  I  met 
Buffalo  people  quite  frequently,  but  I  had  changcrl  so  much 
that  I  did  not  think  they  would  know  me.  My  hair  and  beard 
had  turned  very  gray.  I  lost  considerable  flesh  and  my  liver 
trouble  made  me  walk  lame.  I  was  somehow  betrayed  and 
delivered  into  the  hands  of  tlie  police.  When  I  met  my 
brother  on  Sunday  I  told  him  who  I  was.  but  he  did  not  iden- 
tify me  positively.  He  thought  I  was  Crandall,  but  was  not 
sure." 

His  manner,  while  in  jail  avk'siting  trial,  was  that  of  a  man 
who  plumed  himself  on  havHng  done  a  clever  thing.  He 
expressed  willingness  to  return  to  his  wife  and  family  if 
they  would  receive  him,  hut  exhibited  no  sign  of  remorse  for 
his  desertion  of  diem. 
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SELF-MUTILATION  IN  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE. 

To  the  superficial  observer  it  may  seem  incredible  that  inten- 
tional, self-inflicted  wounds,  causing  mutilation  of  the  person 
or  serious  disablement,  should  ever  occur.  The  old  army 
surgeon,  however,  will  recall  many  an  instance  where,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  furlough  or  a  discharge  from  service, 
such  maiming  has  been  practiced.  The  writer  has  in  mind  a 
case  which  occurred  in  the  early  part  of  our  late  war,  where  a 
soldier,  a  Bohemian,  having  feigned  epilepsy  without  success, 
shot  off  his  index  or  trigger-finger,  hoping  thereby  to  obtain 
his  discharge.  He  claimed  that  the  injury  was  purely  acci- 
dental, and  it  having  been  proved  intentional,  he  then  shot 
himself  dead.  So  far  from  being  uncommon  or  of  recent 
occurrence,  we  have  only  to  recall  the  fact  that  in  the  days 
of  the  Roman  empire  the  cutting  off  of  one's  thumb  was  prac- 
ticed to  an  alarming  extent  by  those  who  were  forced  into  the 
military  service,  and  hence  we  have  the  term  "  poltroon,"  which 
is  derived  from  pollex  truncatus. 

It  becomes  then,  in  civil  as  well  as  in  military  life,  simply 
a  question  of  motive.  Not  a  few  instances  have  occurred 
where  self-inflicted  wounds  by  defaulters  have  been  produced 
with  the  intention  of  simulating  an  assault  by  robbers,  thereby 
hoping  to  divert  suspicion  from  the  real  thief.  Sometimes  the 
mere  love  of  notoriety  has  been  a  sufficient  motive.  In  all  such 
cases,  however,  the  wounds  are  usually  of  a  superficial  nature, 
and  exhibit  more  serious  harm  done  to  the  clothing  than  to  the 
person. 

On  the  introduction  of  accident  insurance  a  broad  field  was 
opened  up  to  the  speculative  insurance  swindler,  and  he  has  not 
been  slow  to  avail  himself  of  it.  At  first  the  indemnity  ex- 
tended only  to  a  given  sum  per  week  in  the  event  of  wholly 
disabling  accidental  injuries.  More  recently  the  insurance 
companies  have  widened  the  range  of  benefits  so  as  to  pay  one- 
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half,  one-third,  or  some  other  proportionate  pan  of  the  princi- 
pal sum  insurecl  under  the  policy,  in  (he  event  of  loss  by  acci- 
dent of  a  hand,  or  a  font,  or  the  sight  of  an  eye.  By  effecting 
insurance  in  several  different  companies  so  as  to  cover  but  a 
short  iwriod  of  time,  especially  by  the  purchase  of  accident 
tickets,  a.  large  aggregate  amount  can  be  obtained  at  a  trivial 
cost.  To  a  person  who  has  never  had  his  attention  directed  to 
this  subject,  it  doubtless  would  be  an  almost  overwhelming 
surprise  were  he  to  examine  for  himself  the  records  and  files 
of  the  claim  departments  of  accident  insurance  companies,  and 
learn  for  tlic  first  time  the  extent  of  the  impostures  therein 
noted,  and  the  ingenuity  displayed  in  attempting  to  bring  them 
to  a  successful  issue.  Often  with  and  sometimes  without  the 
assistance  of  an  action  at  law,  an  occasional  swindle  is,  in  part 
at  least,  successfully  accomplished;  but  as  a  general  rule  its  true 
character  is  exposed  and  the  chief  actors  not  infrequently  come 
to  grief. 

We  propose  giving  a  few  illustrative  cases,  and  will  let  the 
first  introduce  himself  by  copying  his  notice  of  injury,  as 
written  to  the  company  in  which  he  carried  $io,ooo  accident 
insurance: 

Chicago,  July  loth.  1893. 
Mr.  Rohnrv  nE?(T<t8,  Secretary. 

Dear  Sir— On  ih»  fvcnmB  of  July  4th  latt.  while  in  my  room 
alone.  I  slartnl  lo  load  my  revolver  prcpaialory  lo  cclcbrntinx  'he 
day  by  shoolmg.  ns  my  room-Tiiaii;  and  fnendi^  were  doing.  While 
30  cngased  I  dropped  It  accidenully  and  it  was  discharged,  the  ball 
entering  my  left  tiiind  and  litrrally  teaririK  il  to  pieces;  breaking 
three  lingers  also.  I  will  not  be  able  to  resume  the  discharge  of  my 
duties  lor  thirty  days  j'et  I  do  solemnly  swear  this,  the  above,  lo  be 
a  true  statcmcat  of  facts.  Let  mc  hear  from  you  soon,  won't  you. 
please?  Yours  truly, 

R  •  •  '.   H  •  •  •  *. 

On  receipt  of  this  letter  the  usual  blank  forms  were  sent  lo 

him,  upon  which  to  present  his  claim.     He  wrote  again  as 

Follows: 

Chicago.  July  i(Hh,  1&9}. 
Hon.  Rodnev  Drnnis.  Secretary. 

Dear  Sir — Please  permit  mc  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your 
indemnity  blanks.  As  I  do  not  know  yet  how  long  it  will  tie  before 
I  can  return  to  work,  will  it  not  be  a  good  idea  to  wait  until  then 
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brfore  scndinR  iti  my  claim,  or  shall  I  fill  it  oiil  now  and  send  to 
jdu^  Another  ihiiiK  I  wuh  to  ask:  My  expenses  here  lor  living  arc 
about  fioo  prr  monili,  and  as  my  physician  inlonns  rac  that  it  will 
be  at  least  four  or  five  and  pos&iMy  tin  wcelu  t>clore  1  can  begin  to 
use  my  hands,  I  would  much  prefer  guiiiK  home.  It  i^  cheaper,  and 
besides  I  can  »cc  my  folks.  Now,  then,  if  I  do  that,  wlial  steps  must 
I  taJtE  toward  collecting  my  indemnity? 

I  am,  with  the  greatest  respect. 

Yours  tnily. 


R 


H  •  •  •  •. 


The  insurance  company  sent  these  letters  to  its  Chicago 
A^ticy,  anil  this  led  to  a  ftill  investigation  of  the  case.  The 
injury  was  apparent,  and  its  seventy  was  substantially  as  al- 
leged. It  was  ascertained  that  Hicks  was  insured  in  several 
companies,  nml  that  one  company  had  settled  with  him.  In 
effcctiuff  that  settlement,  it  was  Icamt^d  that  he  had  marie  state- 
ments as  to  the  niamier  in  which  the  alleged  accident  happened 
which  were  materially  different  from  vrhat  appeared  in  his  let- 
ters to  Secretary  Dennis.  A  sharp  cross-examination  of  the 
claimant  followed,  which  resulted  in  his  utter  confusion.  He 
tried  to  cover  his  falsehoods  by  repeatiitfir  other  and  more 
flajTTant  ones,  until  he  was  completely  overwhelmed  with  the 
hopelessness  of  the  situation,  and  in  his  demoralization  he  ad- 
milted  that  the  whole  affair  was  not  accidental  at  al),  but  was  a 
scheme  deliberately  planned  and  carried  out  for  the  purpose  of 
defrauding  the  insurance  companies.  Later  on,  upon  more 
fully  realizing  tlw  seriousness  of  the  situation  in  which  he  was 
involved,  he  sought  lo  make  amends  by  writing  out  a  frank 
confession,  giving  details  and  particulars,  from  which  we  make 
the  following  extracts: 

'•To  THB  TRAVKL8RS  INSURANCE  COMPANY  : 

"The   idea   of   '  workinK '   the   insurance    companies    was 

developed  in  my  mind  last  winter.  My  plan  then  was  merely  seU- 
deslniction:  but  as  the  nchcme  frrcw,  and  as  I  came  to  see  by  a 
careful  study  of  them  what  the  policie*  covered,  I  rceoeniEcd  a 
chance  to  make  what  f  had  l)ern  looking  (or.  namely,  'big  money* 
tor  myself  by  losing  a  hand  accidentally  (?)  and  so  I  increased  my 
line  of  insurance  accordingly  to  $m.ooo.  and  had  I  been  successful  I 
would  have  collected  $7,500  (or  the  Ions  of  my  left  hand.  I  was  per- 
fectly satisfied  to  part  with  it  (or  thai  price,  and  I  was  diagustcd  when 
I  found  that  the  shot  I  had  put  through  my  hand  li:id  not  hopclci.sly 
crushed  it,  and  I  did  all  1  could  to  induce  the  surgeon  who  attended 
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mc  to  ampuutf  it  any  way.  .  .  .  Now,  please  do  rot  imagine  nic  a 
loot,  or  insane,  or  a  man  who  has  acted  hastily,  for  I  have  an  active 
brain,  a  pcrlcciJy  sound  mind,  and  1  gave  many  serious  honrs  to 
tlt«  periection  ol  my  scheme 

B  *  *  *   U  *  *  **." 

At  the  time  of  this  nccurrence  Mr.  H.  was  nbout  twenty- 
two  ^cars  c»t  age,  of  genteel  appearance,  good  address,  a  ready 
writer,  fairly  well  cducatc<l.  and  occupied  a  responsible  official 
position  at  the  International  Exposition  then  being  held  in 
Chicago. 

It  is  seldom  that  a  person  guilty  of  a  crime  of  this  nature 
will  eoint  forward  and  make  a  clean  breast  of  it,  as  was  done  in 
this  instance,  even  though  confronted  with  indisputable  evi- 
dence against  him-  At  the  most,  there  can  be  obtained  only  a 
tacit  admission  nr  a  feeble  denial  of  guilt  As  a  rule  the  final 
consideration  of  each  case  depends  upon  its  circumstantial  evi- 
dence, and  by  that  alone  it  must  be  weighed  in  most  of  the 
illustrative  cases  we  present  in  this  chapter. 

Only  a  brief  outline  of  these  cases  need  be  pven,  for  it  is  our 
object  at  this  time  to  disclose  the  nature  of  the  injuries  sus- 
tained and  the  manner  in  which  they  wore  inflicted,  rather  than 
to  produce  evidence  going  to  show  that  tbey  were  intenlioiwl 
and  not  accidental. 

At  the  Lyons,  N.  Y..  agencies  of  two  insurance  compames. 
one  B.  V.  D.  purchased  accident  tickets  to  the  total  amount 
of  $12,000  insurance,  lo  cover  twenty-four  hours  from  date, 
at  a  cost  of  $i.oo  premium.  The  tickets  expired  at  7  o'clock 
P.  M.,  January  3rd.  1890.  At  6.50  P.  M.  of  thai  day  his 
right  foot  aiiH  leg  were  crushed  by  the  wheels  of  a  passing 
freight  train.  The  injured  man  said:  "I  was  standing  at  the 
crossing  in  Lyons,  waiting  for  a  train  to  pass.  About  one-half 
had  gone  by  wlien  my  coat  tail  caught  and  threw  me  under  the 
train."  The  injury  necessitated  amputation  about  four  inches 
above  the  ankle  joint.  His  insurance  entitled  him  to  one-third 
of  the  principal  sum  insured  in  the  rvcnt  oF  the  acddental  loss 
of  one  foot.  Investigation  showed  that  Dimham  was  but  little 
known  in  that  locality.  He  had  no  money,  and  bad  borrowed 
51.00  "to  pay  his  fare  to  Syracuse."    He  probably  used  the 


SELF-MUTILATION  IN  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE.     Cni 

borrowed  dollar  to  purchase  ttie  insurance  tickets.  The  alleged 
accident  occurred  in  the  dark,  and  when  there  was  no  eye-wit- 
ness. He  had  been  a  cripi)le  from  childhood,  the  foot  being 
l>aral>ztJ  and  oflen  requiring  tlie  aid  o(  crutches.  It  was 
generally  believed  tltat  tlie  injury  was  dcliticratcly  planned. 
He  gladly  acceple<l  a  small  sum  of  money,  in  lieu  of  that  to 
which  he  would  luivc  been  entitled  had  tlic  clattn  been  an 
honest  one,  and  went  on  his  way  rejoicing. 

W.  J.  C.  of  Fulton,  Ky.,  .iged  thirtj*-one  years,  sustained 
injuries  of  the  left  hand  and  wrist  resulting  in  amputation  at 
middle  third  of  forearm.  His  account  of  alleged  accident  is 
as  follows: — "  In  starting  to  board  a  railway  train  for  Mayficld, 
Ky.,  on  the  21st  day  of  September,  1892,  at  about  10  o'clock 
P.  M.,  I  caught  my  foot  under  a  side-track  rail  and  fell  forward 
under  the  smoking  car.  In  falling  1  struck  my  head  against 
side  of  car,  rendering  me  unconscious  for  30  or  30  seconds. 
When  I  regained  consciousness  I  began  to  push  myself  from 
under  the  coach  and  off  tlie  track,  but  before  I  could  do  so  my 
left  hand  was  caught  by  trucks  of  coach  three  or  four  inches 
above  the  wrist,  and  crushcdso  badly  ns  to  require  amputation, 
whidi  was  done  about  two  hours  after  llie  accident  occurred." 
It  was  very  dark  at  the  time.  No  one  saw  him  fall,  but  his 
cries  were  heard,  anil  prompt  assistance  reached  him.  He  liad 
recently  taken  out  accident  insurance  to  the  amount  of  $i6poo, 
some  of  it  ticket  insurance  covering  only  two  clays.  He  was 
without  means  to  pay  ordinary  living  expenses,  and  assigned 
his  insurance  tickets  to  his  surgeons  to  secure  payment  for 
medical  attendance.  Orders  of  attachment  by  creditors  were 
soon  served  on  the  several  insurance  companies  to  answer  as 
garnishees,  and  there  was  a  lively  scramble  to  secure  the  pay- 
ment of  what  had  evidently  been  regarded  by  his  creditors  as 
worthless  accounts.  Compromise  settlements  were  effected 
with  his  creditors,  what  little  they  thus  obtained  being  regarded 
by  them  as  so  much  clear  gain. 


One  A.  J.  C  of  Hiawatha,  Kan.,  obtained  $18,000  accident 
insurance,  in  two-day  tickets  written  by  three  different  com- 
panies.   His  story  was:  "  I  was  riding  in  a  buggy  carrying  a 
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gun.  Team  shied  near  a  railroad  bridge,  and  in  my  effort  to 
prevent  colliding  witli  one  of  llic  posts  in  the  bridge  the  gun 
was  diacharged,  ihc  cliarge  passing  through  left  leg  nt-ar  ankle 
joint,  which  resulted  m  amputation  of  foot"  An  investigation 
followed,  which  satisfied  all  who  had  to  do  witli  it  that  the 
claim  was  not  an  honest  one. 

W.  S.  F.  of  CoiiderRport,  Pa.,  forty  years  of  age,  invested 
$l.oo  in  the  purchase  of  $6,000  accident  insurance  covering  two 
days.  While  this  insurance  was  in  furcc,  I'eb.  26th.  1891,  he 
took  a  shot-gun  and  went  out  into  the  open  fields.  His  state- 
ment was:  "  I  was  going  down  a  steep  hill  and  slipped  and  fell 
down.  In  trying  to  save  myself  the  gun  was  discharged,  and 
a  charge  of  shot  passed  through  my  left  hand,  necessitating 
amputation  at  the  wrist  joint."  There  was  no  eye-witness. 
Report  of  investigation  states  that  the  place  where  this  occurred 
was  as  good  a  one  as  could  be  selected  if  the  person  sought  to 
avoid  being  seen.  There  were  some  boys  twenty-five  or  thirty- 
rods  distant,  hut  they  were  hidden  from  view  by  a  growth  of 
brush.  The  injured  nian  was  without  means  of  support  and 
hopelessly  in  debt-  Numerous  garnishee  writs  were  at  once 
served  by  creditors  who  hoped  to  benefit  by  the  insurance. 
Investigation  made  it  sufficiently  clear  that  the  shooting  was 
intentional. 

F.  C.  M.  of  Hastings,  Neb.,  aged  forty-t\vo  years,  obtained 
$26,000  accident  insurance,  it  being  placed  in  five  different  com- 
panies, and  at  about  9  o'clock  P.  M.,  June  17th,  1890,  he  sus- 
tained bodily  injuries  requiring  amputation  of  his  left  hand. 
He  relates  the  occurrence  as  follows:  "At  the  O.  &  M.  R.  R. 
crossing,  on  Hastings  Avenue,  I  tripped  on  the  sidewalk, 
pitched  forward,  and  in  trying  to  save  myself  my  left  arm 
was  crushed  by  wheels  of  a  train  then  passing."  It  was  quite 
dark  at  the  time;  no  eye-witnesses.  His  reason  for  taking  so 
much  accident  insurance  was  that  he  was  "  afraid  of  dogs  biting 
him."  Some  of  this  insurance  was  for  one  day  only,  and  of 
cotirsc  was  obtained  at  a  trifling  cost.  The  story  of  falling 
under  the  train  as  alleged  was  nnt  credited  by  those  who  were 
familiar  with  the  locality  and  all  the  circumstances  surrounding 
the  so-called  accident 
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F.  D.  R.  of  Indianapolis,  Ind„  aged  nineteen  years,  toM  this 
story :  "  I  was  in  my  room,  when  a  gun  I  was  handling  slipped 
out  of  my  hand.  In  falling  to  the  floor  the  hammer  must  have 
struck  against  a  piece  of  furniture  with  force  enough  to  cock 
and  let  fall  the  hammer.  The  charge  of  shot  entered  my  left 
hand,  tearing  it  so  badty  as  to  require  amputation  above  the 
wrist."  He  had  first  obtained  accident  insurance  in  three 
companies,  amounting  to  $16,000.  He  tried  to  obtain  more 
in  one  of  the  companies,  but  the  agent  declined  to  write  it. 
He  then  purchased  at  a  gunsmith's  a  single-barrel  shot-gun, 
for  which  he  paid  $10.  After  he  had  shot  his  hand  off  he  sent 
the  gun  back  with  request  to  return  him  the  $10,  which  was 
done.  The  case  had  all  the  ear-marks  of  an  intentional,  self- 
inflicted  injury,  and  was  so  treated. 

R.  P.  of  Wichita,  Kan.,  a  plasterer,  $20,500  accident  insur- 
ance, says  it  happened  to  him  in  this  manner:  "  I  was  out  hunt- 
ing and  had  sat  down  to  rest,  and  as  I  arose  my  legs  were 
somewhat  cramped,  and  as  there  was  some  ice  and  snow  on 
the  ground  I  fell,  and  in  my  fall  the  gun  went  off.  My  hand 
was  so  badly  shattered  it  had  to  be  taken  off  at  once  just 
above  the  wrist."  Another  person  had  been  out  with  him, 
but  at  the  time  of  the  shooting  was  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
hedge,  so  there  was  no  observer  of  the  alleged  accident;  but 
he  was  conveniently  near  at  hand  to  render  assistance  in  the 
emergency.  On  investigation  it  was  regarded  as  a  cleverly 
planned  self-shooting  affair. 

W.  H.  H.  of  Everett,  Neb.,  ^ed  thirty-three  years,  $12,000 
accident  insurance.  His  statement  is:  "I  was  out  hunting 
December  19th,  1894,  and  was  tripped  by  a  stick  getting  be- 
tween my  legs,  causing  me  to  fall,  when  my  gun  discharged, 
shooting  my  left  hand,  so  that  it  was  amputated  at  the  wrist." 
On  investigation  it  was  ascertained  that  this  man  was  "  a  gen- 
eral good-for-nothing,  shiftless,  and  never  worked  steadily." 
He  had  obtained  $45  weekly  indemnity  on  an  accident  ticket  in 
May  previous,  and  his  claim  at  that  time  was  looked  upon  with 
suspicion  by  the  insurance  company.  At  the  time  of  pur- 
chasing one  of  the  insurance  tickets,  just  before  shooting  off 
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his  hand,  he  told  the  agent  he  was  going  to  Mexico  (or  his 
health. 


Accident  insurance  amounting  to  $25,000.  dialributcil  among 
five  different  companies,  was  taken  out  by  J.  B.  of  Springfield, 
Mass.,  atid  not  lon^  aEterv^-ard  he  sustained  serious  bodily 
injuries  which,  lie  states  under  oath,  were  caused  in  the  fol- 
lowing manner:  "  On  the  morning  of  Februarj'  l8th,  1895, 
between  the  hours  of  2  and  2.30  A.  M.,  I  received  injuries 
which  resulted  in  the  loss  of  my  right  hand  and  wrist  and  left 
foot  and  ankle.  I  v\'cnt  to  the  railroad  station  in  Springfield 
for  the  ptirjjose  of  taking  the  train  which  leaves  at  2.20  A.  M. 
via  the  N.  Y.,  N.  H.  and  H.  K.  R.  I  was  going  to  South 
No^^valk,  Conn.,  on  business.  I  entered  the  day  coach  and 
took  my  seat.  I  found  the  air  of  the  coach  somewhat  close, 
and  arose  from  my  seat  and  passed  out  of  the  rear  of  the  car 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  seat  in  one  of  the  sleepers  which 
were  in  the  rear.  While  passing  from  the  platform  of  the  day 
coach  to  the  platform  of  the  sleeper,  1  either  slipped 
or  stumbled,  which  I  cannot  tell,  and  was  thrown  or 
fell  from  the  platform  to  the  ground — I  think  from  the 
platform  of  the  sleeper — both  gates  on  the  platform  of 
the  car  from  which  I  fell,  or  was  thrown,  being  open.  In 
some  way,  but  just  in  what  way  I  cannot  tell,  I  was  drawn 
under  the  trucks  of  the  sleeper.  The  wheels  of  one  or  both 
sleepers  passed  over  and  crushed  my  right  hand  and  left  foot 
At  the  time  I  fell  or  was  thrown  from  the  platform  the  train 
was  moving  slowly.  The  injuries  which  I  received  were  so 
severe  tbat  it  was  necessary  to  amputate  both  my  hand  and 
foot,  the  hand  being  amputated  a  few  inches  above  the  wrist, 
and  the  foot  a  few  indies  above  the  ankle  joint"  Under  the 
policies  he  held  he  was  entitled  to  the  full  principal  sum  insured 
— ^-ZS-OOO — if  tlie  facts  were  as  set  forth  in  his  affidavit,  and 
also  entitled  to  such  damages  as  he  might  be  able  to  recover 
from  the  railway  company.  A  very  careful  investigation  of 
this  case  was  made.  It  was  ascertained  that  the  train  in  ques- 
tion wzi  the  regular  night  express  from  Boston  to  New  York, 
and  that  it  reached  Springfield  that  niglit  on  time,  h  con- 
sisted of  a  baggage  car,  smoking  car,  ordinary  pa4i;enger  car. 


SELF- MUTILATION  IN  ACaOENT  INSURANCE. 


and  two  sleepinf^  cars.  The  tracks  run  nearly  ea^t  and  west 
in  front  of  the  SprinRfield  pasaenfi:er  station,  which  station  is 
on  the  south  sidt.  At  that  point  the  track  is  perfectly  straight, 
in  as  perfect  condition  in  every  respect  as  it  is  possible  (or  a  I 
track  to  be  laid,  and  there  can  be  no  jolt  or  jar  of  a  train  in 
moving  over  those  raits,  which  could  be  attributed  to  any 
defect  or  faulty  construction  of  the  roadbed.  That  particular 
train  has  been  running  for  a  long  while,  and  it  customarily 
stops  in  pretty  nearly  the  same  spot  on  arrival:  in  Springfield. 
The  extreme  variation  found,  after  repeated  observations,  did 
not  exceed  twenty  feet,  and  the  average  was  less  tlian  half 
that  distance.  If  the  train  stopped  on  the  night  in  question, 
according  to  its  usual  custom,  the  forward  truck  of  the  first 
sleeper  stood  just  where  the  injured  man  was  found  lying  after 
the  train  had  passed.  He  says  that  he  left  the  coach  in  which 
he  had  been  sitting  and  walked  out  the  rear  door  to  enter  tllft 
sleeper.  The  train  was  then  on  its  way  to  New  York.  Pre- 
sumably it  moved  faster  than  he  walked,  and  with  every  step 
he  took,  the  train  was  taking  him  further  away  from  the  sta- 
tion. By  the  lime  he  could  have  reached  the  car  platforms  and 
have  fallen  under  the  trucks,  he  would  have  been  many  feet  dis- 
tant from  the  place  where  he  was  found.  At  that  time  of  night 
there  arc  few  or  no  passengers  either  to  leave  or  enter  the 
train  at  Si>ringfield.  The  car  platfoims  arc  provided  with  gates. 
On  arrival  at  Springfield  the  gates  on  the  south  side  of  traia 
were  opened  by  the  brtikeman,  while  those  on  the  north  side 
were  left  closed.  The  train  hands  change  at  thai  stalion.  Be- 
fore staning  the  train  from  the  station  the  conductor,  who  was 
on  the  south  side  of  the  train,  saw  that  there  were  no  passen- 
gers to  enter,  and  then  gave  the  usual  call  and  signal  to  start. 
The  brakcmcn  boarded  the  train  at  their  respective  platforms 
and  closed  the  gates  after  them.  After  ic  had  started,  the  train 
proceeded  on  its  way  with  no  knowledge  of  what  happened  to 
Mr,  B.  Immediately  after  the  train  had  passed,  the  injured 
man  was  seen  lying  upon  the  fwrlh  sitle  of  the  track.  Except- 
ing at  the  points  where  his  limbs  were  crushed,  his  clotliing 
was  not  disturbed  or  soiled.  He  had  not  been  drag^d  by  the 
train  at  all.  It  was  next  to  impossible  for  a  man  to  lie  down, 
cither  voluntarily  or  unintentionally,  so  that  llie  car  wheels 
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ftliall  paas  over  bis  right  wrist  and  left  ankle,  but  it  ia  easy 
enough  to  see  that  when  the  left  foot  lias  been  placed,  volun- 
tarily or  otherwise,  so  that  a  car  wheel  will  crush  it,  the  riffht 
hand  may  instinctively  and  involiinlarily  be  thrust  out  and 
caught  when  the  critical  moment  arrived  to  crush  the  foot. 
Tlie  injured  man  made  a  good  recovery.  He  was  found  to  be 
almost  hopelessly  bankrupt,  and  his  creditors  wcit  eager  for 
the  insurance  money.  A  portiun  of  it  he  assigned,  and  trustee 
processes  were  served  to  cover  much  of  it  One  of  the  insur- 
ance companies  that  had  not  been  served  with  a  ffamishee 
summons  effected  a  settlement  with  the  injured  man  by  paying 
him  about  two-fifths  of  his  claim.  The  creditors  settled  their 
assignments  on  payment  of  a  trifle  more  than  that.  Whether 
the  facts  were  as  set  forth  by  the  insured  or  not.  it  vras  a  ter- 
rible loss  to  him;  and  it  is  well  that  human  nature  is  such  that 
it  will  extend  to  him  the  deepest  commiseration  and  pity,  with- 
out stopping  to  inquire  too  closely  into  causes  and  motives. 

S.  M.  S.  of  Fairview,  Pa.,  is  "  a  nailer  by  trade,  but  on 
account  of  work  being"  slack,  he  had  lately  been  engaged  in 
knitting  stockings  on  a  small  scale  and  peddling  them  through 
the  country."  This  man  obtained  $36,000  accident  insurance, 
and  on  the  16th  of  September.  i8go,  at  near  midnight,  he  sus- 
tained injuries  which  he  says  were  caused  as  follows:  "I  was 
approaching  and  vias  near  to  the  end  of  the  main  platform  to 
take  the  train,  when  I  was  caught  by  the  train  striking  my 
basket  and  knocking  me  down.  The  care  crushed  my  riglit 
foot.  I  liad  basket  on  one  arm  and  book  satchel  on  the  other 
ann;  had  been  peddling  stockings  and  selling  books.  My 
right  leg  was  cnished  and  afterward  amputated."  There  was 
no  cye-witncss  to  the  alleged  accident.  Investigation  satisfied 
all  parties  interested  in  making  it  that  the  claim  for  indemnity 
under  his  insurance  policies  was  not  an  honest  one,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  effecting  a  settlement,  a  small  percentage  of  the 
amount  claimed  was  paid  to  him  by  the  several  companies. 

Twenty-five  thousand  dollars  accident  insurance  in  five  dif- 
ferent companies  was  written  upon  J.  W.  W,  of  York.  Neb., 
and  a  few  days  later  he  went  out  hunting  for  game.    His 
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success  is  stated  by  himself  as  follows:  "I  had  shot  a  quail 
and  was  running,  and  dropped  the  g^un,  being  anxious  to  bag 
the  quail.  Gun  was  discharged  by  coming  in  contact  with  the 
ground,  as  I  received  the  shot  instantaneously  with  the  drop- 
ping of  the  gun.  The  discharge  passed  through  my  ankle." 
His  foot  was  amputated  four  inches  above  ankle.  This  little 
town  in  Nebraska  had  quite  an  epidemic  of  this  class  of  acci- 
dents at  about  this  time. 

W.  T.,  a  milkman  in  Detroit,  on  the  27th  of  September, 
1888,  received  an  injury,  caused  "  by  the  accidental  discharge 
of  a  gun."  Amputation  above  the  wrist  followed.  He  was 
insured  in  four  companies.  Investigation  disclosed  that  "  he 
was  running  a  small  milk  business  (peddling  milk),  and  that 
he  was  financially  embarrassed.  The  amount  which  he  expects 
to  realize  for  the  loss  of  a  hand  will  be  quite  a  fortune  to  him." 

J.  S.  of  Washington,  Ind.,  age  24  years,  purchased  a  one-day 
accident  ticket,  March  8th,  1888,  and  at  about  11  o'clock  at 
night  he  went  down  to  the  railway  and  was  hurt,  as  he  says, 
"  by  some  substance  projecting  four  or  five  feet  from  the  side 
of  a  passing  freight  car  in  a  freight  train,  which  projecting  sub- 
stance struck  and  threw  me  down  and  my  left  hand  fell  on  the 
rail,  and  the  wheels  of  the  car  ran  over  it  and  it  had  to  be 
amputated."  No  one  witnessed  the  occurrence,  but  the  injured 
man  was  found  lying  down  on  the  ground  immediately  after- 
ward. So  far  as  could  be  learned  on  careful  inquiry,  there 
was  no  unusual  "  projecting  substance  "  on  the  train  as  alleged. 

E.  J.  S.  was  in  London,  Ont,  September  21st,  1891,  and  late 
in  the  evening  of  that  date  he  suffered  a  fearful  mangling  of 
both  hands,  which  resulted  in  the  amputation  of  the  right 
hand  above  the  wrist  and  of  the  middle  and  fourth  fingers  of  the 
left  hand.  His  story  of  how  it  happened  is  as  follows;  "  I  was 
walking  along  a  street  near  the  railway.  There  was  a  train 
moving  from  the  depot  in  the  same  direction  as  I  was  going. 
Part  of  the  train  had  passed  me  when  I  heard  footsteps  behind 
me.  I  was  immediately  seized  by  some  unknown  person,  who 
passed  his  arm  around  my  neck,  garroted  me,  robbed  me,  and 
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threw  me  under  the  passing  train.  I  think  I  pushed  rnysclf 
back  off  the  rails,  and  while  my  hand*  were  still  on  the  ratl», 
the  wheels  of  the  train  passed  over  them.  I  remember  spring- 
ing' up  and  running,  and  I  was  sitting  by  the  fence  when  parties 
came  to  me,  I  having  called  and  sh«utc<l  for  help." 

A  few  days  prior  to  this  he  obtained  insurance  in  live  com- 
panies, amounting  to  over  $2O,o0D,  some  of  it  being  short- 
term  ticket  insurance.  Before  the  insurance  companies  had 
taken  any  steins  toward  aji  investigation,  the  story  of  assault 
and  robbery,  as  alleged,  was  generally  discredited.  As  a  por- 
tion of  the  train  had  alrcay  passed  before  the  assault  was  made, 
it  was  found  to  be  an  inipo&*ibility  for  so  much  to  be  accom- 
plished before  the  remainder  of  the  train  would  have  w4iolly 
passed  him.  Tlie  train  was  not  a  lengthy  one,  and  although 
running  at  a  moderate  rate  of  speed  at  the  time,  it  was  moving 
altogclIiLT  too  lively  for  him  to  have  been  thrown  under  it 
and  escape  with  his  life.  It  was  leanied  tliat  his  hands  had 
been  for  some  time  seriously  impaired  by  disease.  Tlie  claim 
which  was  presented  under  his  insurance  policies  was  at  first 
disallowed  on  the  ground  of  fraud  through  deliberate  sclf- 
mtitilation;  but  finally  a  compromise  settlement  was  effected 
by  paying  little,  if  any,  more  than  the  cost  of  defending  an 
action  at  law. 

W.  T.  S.  of  Toronto,  Ont.,  a  commercial  traveler,  sustained 
loss  of  left  hand  on  the  evening  of  May  3d,  1895.  His  state- 
ment is:  "  I  went  to  the  Union  Station  tor  the  purpose  of 
mailing  a  letter.  The  letter-box  for  mailing  letters  on  train 
is  on  the  door  or  side  of  postoffice  car.  Tlie  train  was  about 
Starting,  and  I  was  stepping  forward  to  put  the  letter  in  the 
box,  when  I  tripped  over  an  obstruction  and  fell  with  my  left 
arm  across  the  rail.  The  wheel  of  the  car  passed  over  it." 
Tlie  postal  car  uas  not  in  the  station,  but  was  out  in  the  yard 
where  no  passengers  had  occasion  or  business  to  go. 

It  was  nine  o'clock  at  night,  and  of  course  there  were  no 
immediate  eye-witnesses  in  that  locality  to  see  just  how  it 
happened.  The  injured  man  \vas  heavily  overinsured,  having 
taken  out  policies  in  eight  accident  insurance  companies.  Only 
circumstantial    evidence   could   be  obtained    to   discredit  the 


SELF-MUTILATION   IN  ACCIDENT  INSURANCE.     879 

claim,  and  a  compromise  settlement  was  effected,  in  variable 
sums,  by  tbe  several  companies. 

In  all  of  the  preceding  cases  it  will  be  observed  that  the 
bodily  injury  sustained  has  resulted  in  loss  of  hand  or  foot; 
and  it  becomes  an  interesting  study  to  consider  what  relation 
this  particular  class  of  injuries  bears  to  accident  insurance. 
In  this  chapter  we  have  dealt  only  with  cases  wherein  there 
was  more  or  less  reason  to  suppose  that  the  injuries  were 
intentionally  self-inflicted,  and,  therefore,  at  this  time  we  may 
narrow  down  the  inquiry  to  a  consideration,  from  that  stand- 
point, of  the  group  of  injuries  so  classified. 

Tlie  enlargement  of  the  benefits  under  accident  policies  in 
the  manner  indicated  was  not  generally  adopted  by  insurance 
companies  until  during  the  year  1887.  It  was  first  made  a 
feature  of  annual  policies  only;  but  on  examination  of  the  loss 
experience  under  accident  tickets  it  was  found  that  accidental 
bodily  injuries,  resulting  in  amputation  of  an  entire  hand  or 
foot,  had  occurred  to  ticket-holders  so  seldom  that  it  probably 
affected  the  total  monetary  loss  to  the  companies  very  incon- 
siderably, if  at  all.  It  was  then  decided,  by  one  company  at 
least,  to  incorporate  the  same  features  in  its  insurance  tickets. 
Less  than  four  years  was  sufficient  time  to  convince  the  com- 
pany that  the  practice  was  not  only  disastrous  to  accident 
underwriting,  but  against  public  policy.  In  view  of  such  re- 
sults, it  was  eliminated  from  the  tickets,  and  has  since  been 
restricted  to  regular  policies. 

In  these  four  years  it  was  found  that  the  company  referred  to 
was  called  upon  to  pay  one-third  of  the  principal  sum  insured 
under  thirty-three  insurance  tickets  for  the  loss  of  a  left  hand  by 
each  one  so  insured.  For  the  loss  of  riglU  hands  there  were 
only  four  insurance  tickets  that  had  become  claims  during  the 
same  period  of  time.  This  is  significant  when  we  find  that  the 
tickets  gave  the  insured  as  much  indemnity  for  loss  of  his  left 
as  for  his  right  hand. 

That  there  is  greater  liability  to  loss  of  left  than  of  right 
hands  in  the  general  run  of  accidents  has  been  clearly  dis- 
proved by  experience  in  writing  practically  the  same  kind  of 
insurance,  but  for  small  amounts,   upon   large  numbers   of 
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worlcingmen,  including  thousands  of  railway  employes.  This 
experience  covered  not  only  the  same  four  years'  time  as  did 
that  of  the  ticket  insurance,  but  also  the  subsequent  four  years, 
and  is  still  going  on.  This  insurance  is  general,  and  extends 
to  accidents  of  occupation  and  to  those  of  every-day  life  and 
activity  as  well.  During  eight  years  it  was  found  that  thirty- 
nine  had  sustained  loss  of  left  hand  and  fifty  loss  of  right  hand, 
the  latter  being  largely  in  excess. 

Since  the  loss-of-limb  feature  has  been  abolished  in  the 
insurance  tickets,  it  has  been  found  that  the  amputation  of 
hands  and  feet  as  the  result  of  accidents  to  the  holders  of  such 
tickets  is  of  as  rare  occurrence  as  it  was  before  such  special 
insurance  was  written.  These  significant  facts  cannot  be  satis- 
factorily explained  away,  and  they  confirm  the  impression 
that  there  is  no  great  moral  hazard  in  writing  short-term 
ticket  insurance  of  the  character  indicated. 
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